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Central Labor Council, favoring the repeal of the zone postal
system for periedicals; to the Committee- on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of Loeal Unlon No. 69, Interna-
tional Brotherhoml of. Stationary Firemen, Millinsocket, Me.,
protesting apaiust the Senate amendment to H, R. 10358; to
the Committes on Approprintions.

Also, memorinl of Chamber of Commerce of the State of New
Yorl: relative to the trentment of spies and enemy agents; to
the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of IEastport Woman's Club, of
Eastport, Me., for repeal of zone-rate system on second-class
maill matter; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. RAKER: Resolution adopted by the Associnted Cham-
bers of Commeree of the Pacific Coast, in regard to the develop-
ment of forelzn commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commeree,

Also, resojutions adopted by the California State Medieal So-

clety, in regari to the rehabilitation of injured persons; to the
Committes on Edueation.

Also, telegrain by Heoward Robertson, president board of publie
service commissioners, Los Angeles, Cal, indorsing bills relating
to water supply of eity of Los Angeles, Cil.; to the Committee
on Public Lands.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany IHouse bill
11429 ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, resolutions. adopted by the Idaho Assoctation for: the
Study and Prevention of Tuberculesis, urging the enaetment of
House bill 9363 providing for increased rank in the Medieal
Service of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs

SENATE.
Moxpay, May 6, 1918.

tev, J, L. Kibler, of the eity of Washington, offered the fol-
lewing prayer:

O Goid, we praise Thee for Thy boundless merey. In all the
past. Thou hast dealt with us mest graciously. Thou hast
favored our land from the very beginning, when we built an
altar unto the Lord. Thou hast given us great prosperity and
our commerce has blessed the world. But alas, in the enjoy-
ment of our abundance, we have too often forgotten Thee and
gone after other gmls. We have forgotten the source whenee
cometh our help, aml now Thou art reminding us of our folly,
and the thought of Thy goodness is: leading us to repentance:
Thou art calling us: back to Fhyself. Then art ealling us into
service for the benefit of mankind and for the preservation of
ithe principles that pertain to Thy kingdom,

0 God, may we heartily respond to the call of Thy providence.
May we be glad to turn our vast treasures back to Thee and to
lay all we have upon the altar of sacrifice. Our thought, our
money, our skill, our prayers, ourselves—may we give all to
Thee for service In the cause of righteonsness and for the
restoration of peace to a long-distracted world. We ask it for
the sake of Jesus, the Prince of Peace. Amen,

The Seeretary proceeded te read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of the leglslative day of Thursday, May 2, 1918, when, on
request of Mr, Vampamax and by unanimeus consent, the fur:

ther reading was dispensed with and the Jourmal wans approved. |

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message ffomm the House of Representatives; by G. F.
Turner, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed
the following bllls, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate:

H. . 10264 An act to prevent in time of war departure from
or eufry into the United States contrary to the public safety;
and

‘H. . 11185. An aet making appropriations for the support of
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919,
and for other purposes.

PETITIONS AND MEMORLALS.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I think Senators will agree
that the pride one has in the: good achievements of his own State
is quite pardonable: T hold i my hand a elipping showing:what
my State has done in' the mmtteriof liberty-loan subseriptions. I
think it worthiy a place in the Reconp. It reflects not enly the
spirit of South Dakota hut the spirit of the West generally. I
ask ]:manimuus econsent that the statement may be read from the

esk ;

The Seeretary read as follows:

[From the Sloux City Jounrnal]
A NNIGCHEOR'S CRACIOUS COMPLIMENT

All you havo to doifor Soutli Dakotn' s to give her'n mark to skoot ats |

Tu tho first Itberty-logn campalgn the organizers of the drive in the
nloth reserve district, baving an opinion of Bouth Dakota resources

‘offort

and of her will io use them that must look sort of funny now, asked the
State to subscribe a million and a half. The State did, plus enough to
the total up to almost $4,000,000. In the second Illberty-loan
South Dnkota wsa asked to prodoce ten milllons. . The figure
artually reached was cloge to $13.000 000. . Along came the third bomd
fgsue, and the gentlemen at the Minneapolis headguarters, gulping notice-
ahlb'}:; suggested that $22,000.000 would be about right.

uth. Dakotans, including those particular South Dakotnns on whom
responsibility for seraping up the $22.000.000 of locse chiange chiefly
devolved, guiped, too, and asked Minneapolls what was the matter. As
seon us expianations were made, however, the drive n. - And, lo,
Just as the first $1 500,000 allotment was raised and bettered, just as
the second $10.000.000 quota was bettered, tpo, so_the thind sum, belng

$22.000.000, was gmmlutcd withont tl:lﬂ:lll:llT n coyote’s hair. It is ex-
pected that something like $28.000.000 will be: South Dakota’s bit in
this effort, as South Dakota herself perceives it

Now hymns of pralse are being sung in the citadel. . A, B. Rogers, ninth
district campaign director, is ncu.nguin 9 way ag.cholrmaster. The
sense of the =ong is something ke ** South Dakota Ucber Alles,” though
of course nobody would think of expressing It In jost that fashion,
Among the things that the Btate has done, it appears, are these:

She was the first State in the district to report officially to the Federal
res;il;vn E%:ﬁk n]n ov?mt::bstt-alpttllfnb of the allo: menti

e o ned probabiy the highest centage of distributio opula-
tion considered, in the district s o s

She subseribeil more generously than any other State of the district,
resources considored.

She exceedad her subscription to the second loan by a
centxuie than any other State in the Nation, the Increase
then 100 per cent,

Perhaps conflicting claims will be offered by other States with regard
to these points of superlority. That will not make any essential differ-
ence.  South Dakota assuredly has scen her duty and has done it. Not
that there was any real Tleﬂtlon about that. [Indeed. there was none.
There is no need to call attention to the performance of Iowna along tha
same line, And Rioux City can not bear any longer to mention her own
humble achievements. Dut It's: a pretty comfortable corner of God's
country out here., The New York press may be expected to throw an-
other surprise znd Imj%gy fit to discover that the West is stlil, with
both feet, In the war. e shan't. With us it's o commonplace,

Bring on your loans.

Mr. GALLINGER. In connectlon with the article just read,
AMr. President, I want to say that the little State of New Hamp-
shire has alse oversubscribed the loan and is ready for another.

Alr. President, T have had a great many telegzrams in reference
to a provision in the naval appropriation bill, to which T offered
an amendment, which is now in print and before the committee,
proposing to strike out a provision known, I think, as the Taylor
efficiency system, which has been placed in bills heretofore, and
which it is proposed to place in the naval appropriation bill. I
have simply taken from my desk four or five telegrams from
business concerns, mostly in my own State, and I ask that they
may be inserted in the Recorp without reading.

There being no objection, the telegrams were ordéred to be
printed in the Recornp, as follows:

o Ttk A et Mixcnester, N. H., April 39, 1918,

Washingtown, D, €.:

We str 1y cond - antiefliciency rider penalizing Bonus amil
premium T[:_:tymcnts and tlme studles in naval appropriation bill just
passed, ust you will use your every influence against similar rider In
denate bill.

Lewis DExXLER,

Dovem, N. I, April 30, 1915,

ter per-
elng more

Hén. Jacor H. GALLIXGER,.
Washington, D. C.:

We note the naval agprm-htim bill with antieffictrocy rider attached
has been pa.ued:.ht,\; the mg.‘t In ﬂ&o%;%nmﬁy ng'
s‘z&rd.lngu'poprﬂ OIg, wWe m earnest Ol )
biT with this: rider by the Senate. Sineerely hope it will mws;!nu:
actlve opposition. Y

B. WILLIAMS & Soxs.

: Newport, N. IL, Aprik 39, 1013,
Senator Jacor . GALLINGER, ;

Washington, D. O.:

We enter our: test ngainst the antiefleiency rider: in naval appro-
Pmuon bill. @ feol that at this time every effort should be to
nerepse rather thap diminish the country’s. producing ity.

Eumensox I'aren Co.

Micronn, N. H., ilay 3, 1913,

Jacon H. GALLINGER,
§ Washington, D. 0.: { )
The antiefelency rider alzing preminm and bonus ts was
surely made in Gﬁcgl—lanﬁ. % bu_n‘ncmn the water are Lo o
up.”” Can't you hear them? We look to our Senators.to pro enn
and us from such viclous legislation.
IF'rexcm & Hearp Co,

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, concerning the allotment of
Hberty bonds and subscriptions therefor in the several States,
to. which Senators have been referring, I could have made an
announcement of this kind on the second day of the loan,
which I will now do. In one of the counties of Tenpesses, that
of Unicol, on the first day, before 9 o'clock in the morning,
double the quota of the county was subscribed, and I have no
doubt that exceeds the record of any other county in the
United States. There are no more loyal people in the Union
than those of Tennessee, and the prompt action of Unicol County
fairly represents the spirit prevailing all over our State.

Mr, PAGE. Mr, President, I have felt modest abont clalining
good things for the Green Mountain Stafe, but I feel that it is
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in order this morning to state that of all the New England States
Vermont was the first to go over the top in regard to the third
Jiberty loan. May I say also that barring the State of Delaware,
Vermont was the first of all the New England and the Atlantie
States to overgo her allotment.

Mr. RANSDELL. I present resolutions unanimously adopted
at the State Teachers’ Association, Baton Rouge, La., April 6,
petitioning Congress to support the Federal amendment giving
suffrage to women. I ask that it be printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Resolutions unanimously adopted at the State Teachers' Association at
Daton Rouge, La,, on April 4, 1918.

YWhereas we are faced with new problems and new issues, and the Nation
ti;a ;'vn!!zing its dependency on women as never before: Therefore
@ 11

Resolved, That they can serve still more efficiently when they shall
bave recelved a full measure of citizenship, Be it further

Resgoleed, That the time has come when the enfranchisement of
women by means of amendments to the Federal or State constitutions
i an act necessary to do justice to all the people of our Nation.

Mr. RANSDELL. I also present a telegram from the presi-
dent of the Eighth District, Federation of Women’s Clubs, of
Natehitoches, La., urging Congress to adopt the suffrage amend-
ment, and expressing the hope that Senator Guiox will vote for
it. I ask that it be printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

NATCHITOCHES, LA, April 30, 1948,
Senator JosErr E. RANSDELL,
Washington, D, C.!

The Eighth District Federation of Women's Clubs, in conventlon as-
sembled, urge the United States SBenate to pass the suffrage amendment
to the National Constitution and it be read into the corp. We
carnestly express the hope that Senator WALTER Gulox will vote for it.

Mrs. C. V. PORTER,
President Eighth District Federation of Women's Clubas,
Mr. RANSDELL. I wish to present a telegram from Mr,
MecAMahon showing the subscriptions of the New Orleans Great
Northern Railroad to the third liberty loan. With a great deal
of pleasure he announces 100 per cent subsecription, amounting
to $55,000—733 officers and employees, 300 of whom are colored.
I ask that it be printed in the Recorn.
There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be
printed in the Reconp, as follows:
NEw OnLEAXS, LA., April 30, 1918,
Hon. JosEpH B, RANSDELIL,
United States Senate, Washington, D, O.:

As chalrman New Orleans Great Northern Railroad, third liberty loan
campalgn, it 18 with great deal of pleasure I announce 100 per cent
subscriptfon, amounting to $35,000—733 officers and cmployees, 300 of

whom are colored.
M. J. MeMamox.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I present a resolution adopted by
the citizens of Columbus, Ga., urging that the influence of the
Representatives and Senators from Georgia be used in behalf
of war-time prohibition, and also a somewhat similar communi-
eation from the Georgia Woman's Christian Temperance Union,
which contains among other things a request for the immediate
enactment by Congress of war prohibition measures.

I wish to ecall their attention and the attention of the publie
to the fact that Congress has already passed legislation prohibit-
ing the manufacture of spirituous liguors and has left to the
President the authority to limit the manufacture of beer and
vinous liquors.

Congress has acted, and while I gladly present the resolution,
what has been done by Congress should be known:

Resolved by the citizens of Columbus, Ga., in mase mecting assem-
bled, That the food, fuel, and transportation administrator be, and is
herehy, to use his influence in behalf of war-time prohibition,

Resolved, second the chalrman of this meeting write to the
United Stafes Senators from Georgla and to our resentative in Con-

Hon. WitLiaxn C. WrieHT, and urge them to do all in thelr power
to bring about war-tlme prohibition,

Resolved, third, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to the Food
Administrator, Senators, aug Representative,

Geonota WoMAN's CHrISTIAN TEMPERANCE Ux10XN,
acon, Ga., April 27, 1918,
Hon. Hore SMITH,
United States Senator af Georgia,
Washington, D. C.

Dean Sie: In behalf of the conservation of food, fuel, and wan power,
the premotion of elvie righteousness, morals, and the spread of Chris-
tianity we, the Woman's Misslonary Boclety of Centenary Methodist
Chureh, of Macon, Ga., urge that yon use your influence and vote—

First, for the immediate ena ent by Congress of war prohibition
measure.

Hecond, for the bill for prohibition in Hawall during the period of the
war.

Mre. J. M. Bass, President.
Mrs, A. J. BanNES, Seccretary.

Mr. SMOOT. There has been sent to me a eopy of n resolu-
tion adopted at a meeting of the Utah Braneh of the Natlonal

Woman’s Party with the request that I have it placed in the
CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorp, I ask that that be done.

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Resolution adopted at a meeting of the Utah Branch of the National
Woman's Party, held at the Hotel Utah, Salt Lake City, Utah, on
April 20, 1918,

Whereas the Federal suftrage amendment has passed the House of Rep-
resentatives and is before the Senate for consideration ;

Whereas President Wilson has given the measure his sugport in the
House of resentatives and all political parties, either In thelr
platforms or by action of thelr national committees, have indorsed
the amendment ;

Whereas the foreign dipiomatic policy of the administration is demand-
ing the establishment of representative governments in all countries;

Whereas our allies are enfranchising women In war time by national
action, and “ we can not afford to lag behind our allies on this
democratic issue:

Resolved, That we, members of the Utah Branch of the National
Woman’s Party, at a meeting held in the Hotel Utah on April 20, 1918,
ask the President to give the measure his active support in the Senate
by urging its specd{ passage ; further be it i
That all administration leaders be urged to use their in-
fluence to secure the gpeedy Fﬁmie of the measure, and that Senator
Sumoor and Senator Kixg, of Utah, be urged to give the amemiment
their strong snp{)ort; ﬂnahy be it

Resoived, That a copy of this resolution be sent to all administration
leaders and to the Senators from Utah with the request that it be read
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Resolved,

Louise Al. GARNETT,
Chairman of Mceting.
Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of the Butte County Medi-
cal Society, of Chico, Cal., praying for advanced rank for offi-
cers of the Medical Corps of the Army, which was referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

" He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Foivler,
Cal., praying for national prohibition as a war measure, which
was ordered to lie on the table. 3

Mr. LEWIS presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois
Equal Suffrage Association, of Chicago, Ill, pledging their alle-
giance to the United States in the prosecution of the war and
their support to the Constitution of the United States, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. POMERENE, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 9248) to prevent
extortion, to impose taxes upon certain incomes in the District
of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend-
ment,

He also, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to
which was referred the bill (8. 3438) to prevent corrupt prae-
tices in the election of Senators, Representatives, or Delegates
in Congress, reported it with amendments and submitted a re-
port (No. 426) thereon.

Mr. BECEHAM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 3261) to remove the charge of
desertion from the military record of Alonzo W. Livingston,
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi-
nitely.

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which were
referred the following bills, reported them each with amend-
ments and submitted reports thereon:

H. R.10850. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of
sald war (Rept. No. 427) ; and

H. R.10924. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors (Rept,
No. 424).

Alr. SIMAONS, from the Commiitee on Finance, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 11245) to amend an act entitled
“An act to anthorize the éstablishment of a Bureau of War-Risk
Insurance in the Treasury Department,” approved September 2,
1914, and an act in amendment thereto, approved October €,
1917, reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 429) thereon.

ARMY CHAPLAINS,

Alr. CHAMBERLAIN. From the Committee on Military Af-
fairs I report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (8.
4409) to amend section 15 of the act approved June 3, 1916, en-
titled “An act for making further and more effectual provision
for the national defense, and for other purposes,” as amended
by the act approved May 12, 1917, entitleC “An act making ap-
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end-
ing June 80, 1918, and for other purposes,” and I ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill.
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The Secretary rénd the hill, as follows:

Be it enacted. ete., That sectlon 15 of the act approved June 3, 1916,
entitied “An aet for making further .and more ctual provision for
the national defense, and for other purposes.” as amended Ly the act
approved May 12, 1917, entitled “An act making appropriations for

e support of the Army for the fiseal ‘year ending June 50, 1918, ana
;oi—] other porposes,” be, and the same Is bhereby, amoended to read as
ollows :

*#8Eec, 15, Chaplains : The President is authorized ‘to appoint, by and
with the advice nnd consent of the Senate, chaplaips in the Army at
the rate of mot to exeeed. including chaplains now in the servick, one for
each 1,200 officers and wen in all branches of the Alilitary Establish-
ment, with rank, -pay, and allowances as now sothorized dnw: Fro-
wvied, That there shall be asss&;nml at least one chaplnin for each l';gi-
anent of (‘emlfg‘: dufantry, Fleld .Artillery, and Engineers: Providead
further, That the persons -xxpointed under this act shull be duly nec-
credited by some religlous denomination eor organization and of
standing therein, under such regulations as muy be prescribed by the
Becrotary of War: dAnd provided further, That no person shull ‘be ap-
{oolmml chepialn in .the Army who on the date of appeiotment is anore
han 45 years of age."

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, T will state that a similar hill passed
the House and Sennte and was signed by beth the President of
the Senate and the Speaker of the House, hut was vetoed by
the President, hecause he thought the Inst provision in the bill
was susceptible of a wrong coastruction. He therefore sug-
gested .an amendment, swhich we have “inserted in the bill mow
and report it back favorably,

The VICE PREKSIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the hill? -

There being no ohjection, ‘the 'bill was considered as in Com-

mittee of the Whale,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. :

BEFUND OF DUTIES ON AIATERIALS DESTROYED.

Mr. THOMASR., Mr. President, on the 30th of April, by diree-
tion of the Committes on Finance. I reported huck favorably
the bill (S, 2490) for the refund of «uties paid .on materidls
destroyed hy fire. It is Calendar No, 872, Since then 1 have
had a conference with one of the Assistunt Secretaries of the
Treasury. who calls my attention to certaln features of the
claim to which our attention had ‘net been hefore directed. at
least mine was not, and swhich make .a material difference con-
cerning the equities «f the measure. 1 therefore usk that the
bill be tuken fromn the ealendar and referred buck to the Com-
mmittee on Finance.

The VICE P'RESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
henrs none, and the bill will be recommitted to the Cominlttee
on Finance, :

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first thme, and, by unanimous
consent, the second flme, and referred as follows: .

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN :

A Dbill (8. 4498) to amend section 13 of an act entitled “An
act to authorize the President to increase temporarily the
Military Establishment of the United States,” approved May 18,
1917 ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HEXDERSON :

A bill (8. 4490) for the relief of Thurman A. Poe; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KENDRICK :

A bill (8. 450i) to amend paragraph 4. chapter 862, of the
TMevised Statutes .of the United States. being an act to muke
appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Govern-
ment for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other
purposes ; auwd

A bill (8. 4507) to amend section 2240 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the TUnited Rtates. fixing the salaries of registers and
receivers of the United States Land offices ; to the Committee on
I*ublic Lands. .

By Mr. POINDEXTER:

A hill (8, 4502) authorizing the Ynkima Todians, of Wash-
ington, to file suit in the Court of Claims; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. FALL:

A bill (8. 4503) to reimburse Ben D. Haines, postmaster at
Hill, N, Mex., for loss of postal funds anl postage stamps; to
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads,

By Mr. LEWIS:

A bill ¢S. 4504) .granting an increase of pension to Willlam T.
Butler; to the Committee on Pensions.

ESTIMATED REVENTUES FOR 1917,

Mr. POMERENE submitted the following vesalution (8. Tles,
239), which was read, considered by unanimous cconsent, and
agreed to:

Resolved, That the ‘Secretary -of the Treasury be, and is Thereby,
directed to furnish the Senate with a statement of the revenues esti-
mated for the calendar year «f 1917, derlved from existing revenue laws,

statin lgarmmmrly the amounts collectible under euch title of said
sn“aﬁ ws.

BALE OF MILITARY SUPPLIES.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I submit a conference report on the disa-
Breeing vates of the two Houses on Senute bill 3803, and usk
nnanimous consent for its present consideration.

The report was read, as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amenidment of the House to the bill (8. A8U3)
authorizing the President during the existing emergeney to sell
supplies, materials, equipment. or other preperty. herctofore
or herenfter purchased. acquired, or manufactured by the
DUnited States, in connection with, or incidentul to, the prosecu-
tion of the war, having anet, after full and free conference lhiave
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows :

That the Senate recede from its disngreoment to the gmend-
ment of the House, and agree to the same,

Geonce E. CrtamBeRLAIN,
. M. HiTcHCOCK,
F. E. Wangen,
AManagers on the part of the Scuute.
8. H. DexT. Jr.,
W. J. FieLns,
Juros Kaux,
Alanagers on the part of the ITousc,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate
proceed to the consideration-of the conference report?

The wotion awvas agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion s on ngreeing to the
conference report.

“The report svas agreeq to,

‘HOUSE BILLS TEFERRED,

H.R.102064. An act to prevent, in time of war, departure from
or-entry into the United States contrary to the public safety, was
read twice by s title, and, on motion of Mr. Kixa, referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.11185. An sct making apprapriations for the support of
the Military Acudemy for the fiscul year ending June 80. 1919,
and for other purposes, wns read twice by its title and referred
to the Committee on Military Afalrs.

PUNISHMENT OF UNLAWFUL ASSOCIATIONS.

Mr. WALSH. From the Committee on the Judlelary, T report

back favorably awithout amendment the bill (8. 4471) to declare

amlawful associations purposing by ferce, violence, or injury to
bring about any governmental., social, industrinl, or economic
change in the United States, and preseribing punishment for per-
sous enguged in the activities of such asseciations, al for other
purposes. The bill comes from the Committee on the Judiciary
with a unanimeous repert, and as 1 <o not conceive thut there avill
be any objection to the bill, I ask unanimous consent for its im-
mediste considerntion.

Mr. SMOOT, 1 ask:that the blll may be.read, though 1 «do not
think 1 have any objection to it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary

The Becretary read the blll, as follows:

Be il emacted, etc., That any associntion, erganisation, socicty, or cor-
poration, one of whose purposes or professsd purpeses ls to Lring about
any governmentil, soclal, industriai, or econvmic change within the
Lnitea States by the use, without authority of law, of force, vioknee, or
physical Injury to person or property. -um threats of such injory, or
whirh teaches, advocates. advises, or. def the wse, witbout antherity
of law. of force, violence, or physleal injury to person or praperty, or
threats-of such injury, to accomplish such ¢ or ‘fur any other pur-
puse, and which, during any war in swhich the Unlted States is e -
shall by any means presecute or parsue soch rofessed pur-

, or-shnll so teach, advecate, advise, or de + is ‘he deelared to
be an onlawinl association,

SEeC. 2. That any person who, while the United Btatea Is en Fed in
war, shall act or groft-m to act as= an offiver of any such unlawﬁ ass0-
ciation. or who shall speak. write, or publish, as the representative or
professed representative of any such unl | asseciation, or becoms or
continue to be a member thercof, or who shall contribute anything as
dues or-otherwise to (t or to anyone for it,-shall be punished by Imprison-
ment for not mare than 10 years or by a fine of not more than 5,000,
or by both =such fine and imprisonmen

#EC. 3. That sm(v person who, while the Unlted States ls engaged In
war, knowingly prints, publishes, edits, issues, circnlates, sells, or offvrs
for sale, or distributes any dock pamphiet, pleture, paper, ¢ircalac. eard
letter, writing, print, publieation, or document of any kind In whicnh is
taunght, advocated. advised, or defended, or who shall ‘in any manner
teach, advocate, advise, or Jdefemd the use, without authority of law. of
foree, violence, or physical injury -to person or property. or threats of
guch injury, as a means of nccomplishing any governmental., soeial, in-
wlustrinl, or econemic . changs, of otherwise, Il ‘be punizhed by .m-

risonment for not meore than 10 years or by a lne of not more than
gﬁ,ﬂm. or by bath =uch fine and imprisonment.

Spc. 4, Thot any owner, ageot, or supetintendent of any building
room, premises, or place who knowingiy permits therein nny meeting of
any such aninwinl association. er of #ny sobsidiory or braoeh thereof,
or. Warlug noy war dn -which the United Biates may be engaged. any
assemblage of persons who teach, advoeate, advise, or defend the use,
without authority of law, of force, vivlence, or physical injury to per=on

will read the bill,
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or property, or threats of such injury, shall be punished by im ﬂsonment
for not more than one year or hy o fine of not more than $500, or by
both such fine and imprisonment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr, GRONNA. Mr, President, T do not think I have any
objection to the bill, but it is a very drastic measure, and I wish
that the Senator from Montana would give some explanation
of it. I have only heard it rend hurriedly, but I can see that
there are certain provisions of the bill which are really very
drastic.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the purpose of the bill is very
clearly disclosed in its language. It is intended to outlaw any
organization or association which teaches, advises, advocates,
or defends the use of force or violence or physical injury to
person or property for the accomplishment of any changes in
the United States economically, industrially, or politically. I
did not conceive that there would be any objection whatever to
the enactment of a statute of this character at this time. The
occasion whieh gives rise to it, of course, is known to all of
the Senators present.

Mr. GRONNA. Ar.
fana yield to me?

Mr, WALSH I will,

Mr, GRONNA. Of course I have no objection to any legis-
lation which will reach only organizations or persons which
advocate doing anything that is unlawful or something that
should not be done or something that will hamper the prose-
cution of the war; but in the reading of the bill I observe that
it includes any association, organization, society, or corporation,
one of whose purposes or professed purposes is to bring about
any governmental, social, industrial, or economic change within
the United States by the use, without authority of law, and so
forth. Of course I am willing that any organization which is
not a legitimate or lawful organization should be forbidden; I
do not think that any such assoclation as that should exist;
but, I sny to the Senator from Montana in all seriousness, I
have not had time even to read the bill, and that is why I asked
for an explanation of it.

I agree with the Senator from Montana that something should
be done to stop and to punish any association, organization. or
person that will commit any unlawful act or do anything that
will hamper the war in any particular. I am in perfect accord
with the Senator in that respect. I do not think, however, that
legislation should be hastily passed that will do an injustice
to any person, association, or organization having for their or
its purpose to do what is lawful and what will result in good
to humanity.

Mr. WALSH. The Senator from North Dakota will perceive
from reading the bill that it reaches only such associations as
teach, advocate, advise, or defend the use of force or violence,
or injury to person or property for the accomplishment of its
ends, If an association does not teach that, it will not fall
within the condemnation of the bill. No association, no matter
what its charaecter, if it does not teach that kind of heresy—I
might properly say *treason”™—is included within the con-
demnation of the bill at all. The bill also makes membership in
an organization of that character, or acting as the representative
of it or talking for it a crime. The idea is to outlaw any
organization that professes purposes of that character.

Mr. GRONNA. 1 thank the Senator from Montana for his
courtesy in explaining the bill, and I will say to him that I
have no objection to its passage, if it reaches only such persons,
associations, or organizations as he has mentioned.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Montana whether, in his opinion, this bill, if
passed, would give the United States courts jurisdiction over
those engaged in lynchings or those who should defend lynch-
ings?

Mr, WALSH. T should think probably it would.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know that I am opposed to the
bill, but it opens rather a new field for the giving jurisdiction
to courts of the United States.

Mr. BORAH. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska to repeat
his question? I should like to understand the Senator's ques-
tion.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I inguired of the Senator from Montana
[Mr, Warsu], in charge of the bill, whether, in his opinion, the
bill if passed would give to Federal courts jurisdiction over all
cases against men charged with lynching or cases against men
who defended lynching, and the Senator has replied that, in his
opinion, it would, whatever the cause of the lynching ulight be.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Montana has given more
consideration to the maftter than have I, and I have grent

President, will the Senator from Mon-

respect for his judgment ; but, in my opinion, the proposed law
does not go that far., However, in that I may be in error,

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, if the Senator from Idaho will
pardon me for just a moment, I should like to amplify my state-
ment by saying that the bill is aimed primarily at organizations
and associations the purpose of which is to bring about these
results, and an organization to bring about such results by
’L}I;nctl:{l?g would undoubtedly fall within the condemnation of

@ 3

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator from Montana will yield
for a question, does not the Senater think, however, that tha
third section of the bill goes n good deal further than that?

Mr, WALSH, The third section of the bill is intended to reach
individuals who do not belong to associations, but who teach
exactly the same doctrines 'Lh.xt we seek to condemn when urged
by associations.

Mr, HARDWICK. Suppose an individual were to advocate
Iynching, or suppose some man should go out and say * Let us
lynch these pro-Germans or spies,” or whatever tliey may be?

Mr., WALSH. Exactly; he would fall within the condemna-
tion of this bill.

Mr. HARDWICK. That is why I think the Senator is right
on account of the third section of the bill.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am familiar with section 3,
and I have no doubt at all that it would net reach snch a case,
The whole hill has another object in view, and it will have to be
construed as a whole. I have no objection to reaching that
particular individual, if the bill will reach him; but if the Sen-
ator from Nebraska and the Senator from Georgia want to
reach that individual, in my opinion, they had better offer an
amendment to the bill.

Mr. President, I only desire to say in regard to this measure,
that I supported it in the committee and I support it now as a
war measure, I am perfectly willing in these times and in this
supreme exigency to deal with this situation through the sirong
arm of the Government; but I would not want, Mr. President,
by my support of the bill to be committed to the idea that the
problem of the Industrial Workers of the World or any other
labor problem can finally and ulfimately be settled through the
strong arm of the Government or through force. I think that
the remedy will have to be a different remedy than that which
might be incorporated in a measure of this kind. At the present
juncture of affairs, and in this exigency, I know of no other way
to deal with it immediately and effectively than in this par-
ticular way; but the time will come when we will have to
choose our methods and our remedy with more patience and after
greater investigation and with greater wisdom than the mere
passing of a criminal statute. As I have said, while I am per-
fectly willing to support the bill as a war measure, and for the
purpose of dealing with the evil in this erisis, it by no means
commits me to the policy of dealing with the situation ns a
permanent proposition in this way. The disease must have a
broader, more humane, and patient trentment. We must remove
some of the causes before we expect the trouble to disappear.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, if the Senator from Montana will
permit an inquiry, does not the Sepator from Montana think
that there ought to be some provision in this bill that would
make nonmailable the publications referred to in section 3 of
the measure? The Senator will remember that there is a bill
pending before the Judiclary Committee which I introduced some
time ago, relating to the use of the mails by organizations of the
character contemplated by this bill. It was referred to a sub-
committee consisting of the Senator from Montana [Mr, Warsu],
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Poinpexter], and myself,
The present bill was reported by the subcommittee. In the sub-
committee the question was considered whether any provision
shounld be incorporated in the measure which was being prepared
that would deny the use of the mail to publications emanating
from the criminal organizations denounced in this bill. The
members of the subcommittee concluded not to attempt any
legislation of such a character as a part of this measure, but I
reserved the right to offer an amendment to cover this point
when the bill was being considered in the Senate. It seews to
me that there ought to be some provision here that would deny
the use of the mails to the poisonous, disloyal, and treasounble
matter referred to in section 3; and, if it will not prevent the
immediate passage of the bill or impede it in any way, I should
be glad to offer an amendment having for its object the exclusion
{from the mails of all publications and printed matter to which
reference is made in section 3.

Mr, WALSH. Mr, President, the Senator from Utah knows
that T am not at all averse to the idea which he expresses, that
there ought to be a provision which would make matter of this
kind unmailable, and authorize its exclusion frowm the mails.
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I voted for such a provision when the espicnage bill was under
consideration recently; but I am satisfied, and the Senator
from Utah can not be unaware, that there is a very decided
difference of opinion in this body on that subject, and I very
much fear that the precipitation of that question would delay
very much, if not defeat, the passage of the bill. I hope, there-
fore, that we may have that question reserved for consideration
as an independent measure,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I do not want to do anything, of
course, that would interfere with the speedy passage of this bill.
I believe, however, that an amendment such as I am about to
read will not be objectionable, will not provoke discussion, and
will be accepted by every Senator, What I suggest is as
follows :

8ec. 5. Every ﬂuhiicat.lon and paper referred to in section 3 of this
act 1s hereby declared to be nonmailable matter, and shall net be con-
veﬂ;l in the malls or delivered from any post office or by any letter
carrier,

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if the espionage act as amended
does not cover every conceivable phase of the discusslon of this
war from every concelvable standpoint, I do not know how it can
be covered.

Mr. President, I am anxious to see this bill pass; but if there
is going to be any adding to the dictatorial power of the Post-
master General in this situation, it can not pass to-day.

Mr. GALLINGER. Nor to-morrow.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, the statement made by the Senator
from Idaho, in my opinion, is entirely unwarranted. There have
been no dictatorial powers conferred in the espionage act upon
the Iostmaster General, and the proposed amendment would not
confer any dictatorlal powers upon the Post Office Department,
and the Senator from Idaho must know it.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Idaho is perfecily aware of
what he said, and he has no modification whatever to make.
He knows precisely the language that was used in that bill,
and he has to say that nothing additional will be added to this
bill to-day.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, of course the Senator from Idaho
can pursue such course as he may desire, and he may, If he de-
sires, prevent—because I do not want to impede the passage of
the bill by the tendering of this amendment—but obviously this
amendment ought to be accepted by everyone who desires to
se¢ a needed law properly enforced and manifest evils cor-
rected. It is not sufficient to punish criminally those who vio-
late the law, but the Government ought not to be required to
convey through the mails their treasonable and incendiary pub-
lications. If the Senator from Idaho objects to the criminal,
disloyal, and seditious publications referred to in section 3
being excluded from the mails, he must reconcile his course
with his own conscience. I shall not offer the amendment at
the present time.

Mr. BORAH. I have no difficulty at all in dealing with my
own conscience. I simply desire to say that I have no desire
to sce such material go through the mails of the United States;
but I have a desire that the question as to whether or not it is
that kind of material shall be determined in accordance with
the established principles of Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence and jus-
tice. That is the position which I take in regard to it. I do
not want these things to be determined through wholly ex parte
arbitrary methods.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if I may ask the Senator
from Montana a question, in lines 6 and T the words * without
authority of law " are inserted. Can it be possible that we
have a law that would authorize the use of force, violence, or
physical injury in a case of this kind? Are not those words
unnecessary, and do they not at least suggest that there might
be a law that would justify the use of foree or violence for the
purposes here forbidden?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from
New Hampshire that the language he speaks of was the subject
of some consideration both by the subcommittee of the Judiciary
Committee and by the full committee. It was proposed by the
Senator from Washington [Mr. PoiNDEXTER], o member of the
subecommittee, who suggested that under certain circumstances
the life of a citizen may be taken legally, or property may be
destroyed legally. For instance, under many prohibition statutes
liquor, being contraband, is seized and destroyed, and thus prop-
erty is injured. He was apprehensive that without some
language of this kind it would be contended that some of those
statutes would be abrogated and that it would be made a erime
to injure property or person, even though some other statute
authorized it to be done, and out of abundance of caution this
language was inserted.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not apprehend that
the words will do any harm, and yet it strikes me that it is
strange phraseology to sny—

Any association, organization, soclety, or corporation, one of whose
pu or professed purposes is to bring about any governmental,
soclal, Industrial, or economic change within the United goum by the
use, without autherlty of law, of force, violence, or physical injury.

I am not a lawyer, and, of course, can not undertake to dis-
cuss tho legal meaning of that language; but, in reading it, it
struck me as a suggestion that we might enact a law that would
permit these things, which, of course, I think is not at all prob-
able to say the least. However, I will not insist upon the sug-
gestion.

Mr., WALSH. I feel at liberty to say to the Senator from
i\f_ew Hampshire that my own ideas coincided very much with
Mis.

Mr. GALLINGER. It ean do no harm, Mr. President, and
yet I felt like calling attention to it.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. I'resident, primarily this bill is designed
to prevent associations advoeating change by force and law-
lessness from carrying out their purposes and avowed objects
during times of war. The blll 1imits its operation to the continu-
ance of the war. I very much regret that it is so limited, In so
far as it affects these associations. I have long been apprehen-
sive regarding the effect upon society and the safety of person
and property of a certain criminal organization which has been
permitted by the nonaction of the States to assume somewhat
formidable proportions and which has become one of the most
effective agencies of the enemies of the United States not only
in the dissemination of propaganda, but in the use of what
members of the society are very fond of calling “ direct action
against many of our industrial units. It violates the law both of
God and of man in the attempted execution of its purposes to
set aside all social conventions and to create anarchy wherever
it is possible. They have in some instances obtained possession
of local official positions designed for the safeguarding of so-
clety, for keeping the peace, and for the enforcement of law
and order, and these they have used for wholly contrary ends,
They have intimidated whole districts and sections of the
country and have at times made it very difficult, through fear
of personal injury afterwavds inflicted, to secure convictions ak
the hands of honest men In their capacity as jurors, whose oath
of office requires them to convict where the evidence justifies it,

I believe that the strong hand of the United States Govern-
ment is essential to wipe this society from the face of the earth,
and this is a step in the right direction. OFf course, it is quite
as necessary to prohibit the advocacy of the so-called prin-
ciples of such organizations by their members as to prohibit
their acting in an associated capacity and in the holding of
meetings to consider better methods of carrying out and mak-
ing effective their infernal propaganda.

I was told some days ago that one of the organizers of the
I. W. W. appeared before the commission appointed by the Pres-
ident to inquire into the facts concerning the now notorious
Mooney case. He was asked whether he believed in and advo-
cated murder. He said, “ Yes; because the end justified the
means.” He was asked whether he advocated the destruction
of property, and he answered, * Yes; because the end justified
the means.” He was then asked, Mr. President, whether he ad-
vocated the overthrow of social conditions by any means what-
ever. IHe answered, “Yes; because the end justified the means.”
Yet that man was permitted to walk out a free man from the
doors of that commission. He went there, as I understand, to
protest that Mr. Mooney had not been convicted according to
the forms of the Constitution and the law!

Mr. President, I have here a copy of a so-called hymn, fur-
nished me by a gentleman who vouches for its genuineness,
which is sung by the I. \WW. W. to the tune of * Onward. Chris-
tian Soldiers,” and which appears in the I. W. W. songhook. It
gives a graphie idea and mental picture of the infernal activ-
ities and eriminal characteristics of the members of this associ-
ation. I shall therefore inflict it upon the Senate:

“ CORISTIANS AT Wan.”

(The following * hymn,” sung by the I. W. W.'s to the tune of “On-
ward, Christian Noldlers,” amély written by John F. Kendrick, is re-
printed from the I. W. W. songbook.)

Onward, Christian soldiers! Duty’s way is plain;

Slay your . Christian neighbors, or by them be slain.

Pulpiteers are spouting effervescent swill,

God above is calling you to rob and rape and kill,

All your aets are sanctified by the Lamb on high;

If you love the Holy Ghost, go murder, pray, and dle.

Onward, Christian soldiers! Rip and tear and smite!

Let the gentle Jesus bless your dynamite, -

Splinter skulls with ghrapnel, fertilize the sod;

Folk who do not speak your tongue deserve the curse of God.
Smash the doors of every home, pretty maidens seize ;

Use your might and sacred right to treat them as you please.
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Onward, Christian soldiers! Eat and drink your fill;

Rob with Dloody fingers, Christ O. K.'s the bill.

Steal the farmer’s savings, take their grain and meat;

Even though the ehildren starve, the Savior's bums must eat.
Burn the peasants’ cottages, orphans leave bereft;

In Jehoval's holy name, wreak ruin right and left.

Onward, Christian soldiers! Drench the land with gore;
. Mercy is 1 weakness all the gods abhor.

Bayonet the babies, jab the mothers, too;

Hoist the cross of Calvary to hallow all you do.

File your bullets’ noses flat, polson every well;

God decrees your enemies must all go plumb te hell.

Onward, Christian soldiers! Blighting all you meet,
Trampling human freedom under pious feet,

Praise the Lord whose dellar sign dupes His favored race!
Make the foreign trash respect your bullion brand of grace,
Trust in mock salvation, serve as pirates’ tools;

History will say of you: “ That pack of G—— d—— fools.”

These people may call this a travesty or satire upon existing
conditions. I am credibly informed that it is a part of th
literature of this Iinfamous organization. b

1 hope this bill will pass, Mr. President, and'that it will be
enforced wherever the oceasion requires as summarily and com-
pletely as may be necessary to wipe out of existence this foul
nest of thieves and murderers, the tolersation of whose existence
in this country as an association is a libel upon our character
and our integrity as a law-abiding people.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, I have no objéection to any
measure which seeks to curb these I. W. W. activities, but T am
afraid that section 8 of this bill unwittingly goes a great deal
further than that and may possibly accomplish a great many
other things besides that, and things that were not even dreamed
of by the proponents of the bill when they drew It.

I quite agree with the Senator from Mentana [Mr. WarsH]
and quite disngree with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Doram]
that the question of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcHcock |
was properly answered by the Sensator from Montana, Under
this bill anybody who advoeated or threatened lynehing under
any circumstances, upon any ocecasion, or for any purpese coukl
be prosecuted in the Federal courts. Of course, the several
States ought to be left to deal with matters of this kind.

Let me call the attention of the Senate, and particularly of
the Senatur from Montana and the Senator from Idaho, to the
reason why I think that. The third section deals with indi-
viduals, Of course, what I have said does not apply at all to
these sections which deal with assoclations or organizations, but
the third section of the bill deals with individuals and provides:

That any person who, while the United States !s engaged In war,
knowingly prints, publishes edits, issues, circulates, sells, or offers for
sala or distributes any book, pamphlet, picture, paper. cireular, eard,
letter, writing, print, publleation, or document of any kind in which is
taught, advocated, advised, or defended— ;

That is complete there now—

or who shall In any manner teach, advocate, advise, or defend the use,
without authority of law, of force, violence, or physical injury to persen
or property, or threats of such injury, as a means of accomplishing
any governmental, social, Industrial, or economic change, or otherwise,
shall be punished by imprisonment for not more than ﬂ; ears or by a
fine of not more than $5.000, or by both such fine and 1mnr!§;onment.

That is, this measure applies to any person who shall either
advise or defend the use of these means or the threat of such
injury either for the purpose of accomplishing any governmental,
social, industrial, or economic change, or for any other purpose
whatever. That broadens it to an extent that I do not believe the
framers of the bill had in mind, and I hope‘the Senator in charge
of the bill will be willing to strike out those two words “or
otherwise.” I think if he will do that, probably he will have
accomplizshed all that he is seeking to accomplish without using
Iangnage =0 general that it may be construed to cover almost
everything; and that is espeeially true when not only the injury
itself Is provided against, but even the threat of the injury,
which is very drastic. If we go that far and apply this bill to
whoever ghal! advocate these things or even threaten them, 1
think we had better define exactly what we have in mind. I
hope the Senate will agree with me. I suggest that amendment,
anyhow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hopixsox in the chair),
Is there objection to the present consideration of the hill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, it was an inadvertence, I am
gure, that the word * such ” does not appear in the bill on line
8, page 2, after the word “ any,” so that it will read * shall by
any such means prosecute or pursue,”

The SecreraRy. On page 2, line 3, before the word “ means,”
it is proposed to insert the word “ such.,”

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield
to me for just a minute, I want to ask the Secretary to state
the amendment I suggested informally just a moment ago—to
strike out the words * or otherwise ” on page 3, line 2.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the
Senator from Georgia will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page 3, line 2, it is proposed to strike out
the words “ or otherwise ” and the comma.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing
to the amendment.

Mr, FALL. Mr. President, I shall vote for the meotion to
strike out. I think the words “or otherwise” are subject to
such a construction, or at least may be the cause of such con-
fusion, as probably to work injury. Certainly if the construc-
tion suggested by the Senator from Georgia is the correct one,
that language would reach any possible offense of any kind or
character. I must admit that I do not understand whether that
is the correct meaning or not, but I think the use of the words
“or otherwise” simply tends to confuse. I hope the Senator
will agree with me and that the words * or otherwise” may be
stricken out.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, T feel disposed to accept the
suggestion made to eliminate those two words from the bill,
my own reason being that many petty offenses and petty offend-
ers would thus be brought within the scope of the bill that
might very well be left for disposition by the loeal authorities.
The Federal Government ought not to be charged with the re-
sponsibility of prosecuting anybody, for instance, who commits
malicious mischief or who advises the commission of malicious
mischief, and that would fall within the terms of this provision
as it stands.

Mr, FALL. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield for a
moment, I could give, in concrete form, my reasons for objecting
to these words from my experience, or from matters which
have come under my observation with reference to what is
commonly known as the Kun Klux statute as it has been enforced
in some of the public-land States, where parties have been
tried under the United States law for purely a local offense—
for an assault and battery or something of that kind. Some
one-who desired their prosecution had them prosecuted before
a United States court for attempting to prevent people from
loeating upen the public domain when there was no proof that
there was any such purpose upon the part of either party,
either the man assaulted or the man who assaulted him, when
there was no evidence that the party assaulted was even at-
tempting or intending or even had a right to settle upon the
publiec domain. I reecall very vividly one case where, as a
matter of fact, it was shown that the party had used every right
he had upon the public domain and could not possibly have been
precluded by any assault from his right to settle upon the publie
domain, Still the man who was charged with the assault was
tried before a United States court, after being nequitted by the
State court of assault with a deadly weapon with intent to kill.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I do not care how far we go to
rench organizations like the I. W. W., provided, of eourse, that
before we declare the guilt of any man he shall have a trial
aceording to the laws of the land and shall have been proven
guilty.

I have had.heretofore something to say on the floor of the
Senate about strikes, especially where the strikes are in indus-
tries which are furnishing war material.

Mr, WALSH. Did the Senator address me? ‘

Mr. REED. Not for the moment. I intend to address an
interrogatory to the Senator.

I think I have gone quite as far as any other Member of the
Senate in saying that I believe n strike bronght on in an indus-
try that is making ammunition or armament is almost as bad
a thing to do as a direct interference with soldiers upon the line
of battle,

Yet, Mr. President, I want to ask the author of the bill if he
intends to draw within it every labor organization or every labor
society that may advocate a strike, provided some of its members
may advocate the use of force or a threat’ of force? .

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I should be very sorry, indeed, i
anyone should get the impression even that there was any pur-
pese in this bill to prohibit what is known as a peaceful strike;
that is {o say, an organized abandonment of work. I am a friend
of organized labor and have been for many years. I believe that
organizations of men engaged as wageworkers are absolutely es-
sential in our present situation of affairs for the purpose of
securing not only the industrial but the political freedom of the
wageworkers. -

But, Mr. President, the legitimate organizations of this coun-

| try do not undertake to accomplish their ends by the use of force

or violence or by the destruction of property or injury to per-
sons, nor by threats of such. They proclnim and have pro-
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claimed again and again that they do not have any such purpose
and o not exist for any sueh purpose.

If any injudiclous member of such an organization goes out
and advocates the use of force or violence or injury to person
or property to accomplish their end, he falls within the condemna-
tion of this act. He is the greatest enemy there is of organized
labor. He is the peril of every strike that is conducted upon
legitimate lines.

I can not believe, Mr. President, that any labor organization
will seek protection for a man who advocates that method of
securing such an end as they seek to obtain.

Mr. REED. I desire to state with all emphasis that dis-
loyal organizations like the I. W. W., which are going about
at a time like this seeking to stir up dissension in the land and
which commits acts of sabotage and other criminal offenses,
get no sympathy from me. Upon the other hand, I am willing
to go almost to any extent to work their extermination.

But I want to eall the attention of the Senator to just what
is within the four corners of this bill as I see it. My examina-
tion has been a little hasty, having just been made here on the
floor of the Senate, While I am a member of the Judiciary
Commiitee, I did not happen to be there the day this particular
bill came up.

I am seeking to elicit the earnest attention of the Senator
who is the author of the bill in order, if possible, to convince him
there is some necessity of amendment. Observe now as I scan
the bill: That any organization, “one of whose purposes or
professed purposes is to bring about any social or economic
change within the United States by the use of force, violence,
or physical injury to person or property, or by threat of such
injury, or which teaches, advocates, advises, or defends the use
of force that is within the terms of the bilLl.”

“Any organization which seeks to bring about any social or

economic change by the use of force.” What kind of force?
It does not mean physical force, because that is afterwards
specifically enumerated. It says any kind of force,
. I raise the question, therefore, whether under this bill an
organization that proposed merely to boycott a man in order
to bring about an economic change, to wit, a change in wages
or a change in prices or a change in the economic life of a
community, would be guilty of the employment of force within
the meaning of this statute, for it does not mean physical force,
because the word “ force " is followed by the words “ violence
or physiecal injury.”

Now, let us go a step further in the analysis of the bill.
It is proposed that any person who shall contribute any dues
to any such organization shall be punished by a fine of not more
than $5,000 and imprisonment for net more than 10 years in
the penitentiary. It is true, as the Senator has stated, that the
best protestations of labor organizations always are that they do
not propose to employ physical violence or to destroy property,
yet they have employed force in the nature of boycott for many
years. A boycott certainly involves the employment of force.

But I waive that for the moment. Here is a loecal labor
organization., It gets into a strike, and it finally comes to a
point where fisticuffs are employed. ;

Mr. HARDWICK. Wahere picketing is indulged in.

Mr. REED. I prefer the illustration where fisticuffs are em-
ployed. Here is a man who has paid his dues to that organiza-
tion. He may even be protesting against that method, yet I
would be very much afraid he might be drawn in under the terms
of the bill

I do not make this observation in an antagonistic spirit; I

make it by way of the most kindly suggestion.
. Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, if I may be permitted, I feel
very thankful to the Senator for the suggestion he has made.
Of course, if the word * force ” could be given any significance
in the statute except physical force there would be some basis
for the contention. In other words, I believe we sometimes talk
about moral force, and if the force here would be considered
as moral force the statute would, of course, be objectionable,
But I do not think it is possible to give that construction to the
statue,

Let me remark in the first place, Mr. President, that neither
boycotting nor picketing contemplates the use of forece. Not
only that, if it did contemplate the use of force it would be sub-
ject to an injunction, and it never is.

Yon do not use any force when you boycoit a man.
body agree they will not, with that method.
force come in? There is not any such thing as force in boy-
cotting. Indeed that was the purpose, in the first place, when
it was originally utilized in Ireland. The use of force would
have subjected the Irishman who was objecting to conditions
prevelant in his country at that time to arrest and conviction.
So e devised a method of securing the end by means that did

Every-
Where does the

not apply to force. Boycott was the name of a very objection-
able landlord or agent of some landlord, and there was a gen-
eral agreement that they would not trade with him, they would
not talk to him. they would not recognize his family socially;
he was simply isolated. That is the origin of the word “boy-
coit.” It is the antithesis of force.

So, Mr, President, with reference to picketing, what is picket-
ing? I shall submit in the Itecorp a little later extracts from
the authorized publications of the I. W. W. They advocate for
the purpose of securing their ends the cstablishment of pickets
who shall prevent men from coming in the neighborhood of the
works that are picketed.

That contemplates clearly the use of force to acecomplish their
end, but picketing as ordinarily employed in a strike does not
contemplate force at all. The purpose of pickets is that a
record may be kept of everyone who goes to work, and if he is
a nonunion man he will be recognized and a report is made, and
they will govern themselves accordingly.

Those of us who have had something to do with strike litiga-
tion recognize these distinctions very clearly, and it is recog-
nized in the law. It Is recognized in the Clayton Act. The
Clayton Act does not attempt to justify the use of force either
in connection with picketing or in connection with a boyeott,
but it clearly authorizes the use of both those means for the
purpose of conducting a successful strike,

That is my answer fo the Senator.

Mr. FALL. Will the Senator yield o me just a moment for
a suggestion? The Senator from Montana says that he has the
declaration of the constitution and by-laws of the I. W. W.
which he proposes to put in the Recomp. For the purpose of
the argument at this time in this discussion, in conneetion with
the line the Senator from Missouri is now taking in the discus-
sion of the word “force” and what it means, if the Senator
will allow me to do so I will read into the Recorp or have read
from the desk from the general articles, by-laws, and constitu-
tion, and so forth, of the I. W. W. their tactics or methods as
they have adopted them officially, which I think will throw
good deal of light on the discussion which has now taken place.
If the Senator will allow me to introduce it now in his time,
as (Il ;10 not care to discuss this question at all, I will simply
read it.

Mr. REED. I have no objection to reading it, although the
demonstration that the I W, W. are a bad lot is quite unneces-

sary to me.
Mr. FALL. I understand that, but they define “ force.”
Mr. REED. But they can not define force for the couris.
Mr. FALL. My impression is that this bill was drawn by
someone who understood very well the tactics the I. W. W.
propose.
Mr. REED. I have no doubt of it and I have no doubt it hits
the I. W. W. I want them hit.

Mr. FALL. I understand the Senator does.

Mr, REED. I want them struck as hard a blow as possible,
but I do not want, in trying to get at that miserable and in-
famous organization, to strike organizations we are not looking
for at all,

Mr. FALL. I understand.

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator to read it.

Mr. FALL. With the Senator's permission, I read as follows:

L W, W. TACTICS OR METHODS.

As a revolutionary organization, the Industrial Workers of the World
aim to use any and all tactics that will get the results songht with the
least expenditure of time and ener The tactics used are determined
golely by the power of the organization to make good in their use. The
question of * right " and * wrong ' does not concern us.

" No terms made with an employer are final. All peace, so long as
the wage system lasts, is but an armed truce. At any favorable oppor-
tunity the struggle for more control of industry is renewed.

The Industrial Workers realize that the day of suceessful long strikes
is past. Under all ordinary circumstances a strike that is not won in
four to six weeks can not be won by remaining out longer. In trustified
industry the employer can better afford to fight one strike that lasts six
months than he can six strikes that take place in that period.

The organization does not allow a party to enter into time con-
tracts with the emjployers. It alms where strikes are nused to paralyze
all branches of the dnsf({ involved when the employers can leaet
afford a_cessation of work—during the busy scason and when there are
rush orders to be filled.

The Industrial Workers of the World malntain that nothing will be
conceded by the employers except that which we have the power to
take and hold by the strength of our organization. Therefore we seek
no agreements with the employers.

Faliling to force concessions frem the employers by the strike, work
is resumed and * sabotage ™ is used to force the.employers to concedes
the demands of the workers.

The great progress made in machine production Tesulis in an evers
increasing army of unemployed. To counteract this the Industrial
Workers of the World aim to establish the shorter workday and to slow
up tlfie working pace, thus compelling the employment of more and more
Workers. =

- To facilitate the work of organization, large initiation fces and does
:t:lre prohibited by the Industrial Workers of the World as an organiza-
on, :
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During strikes the works are clogsely picketed and every effort made
to keep the employers from ﬁet ting workers into the shops. All supplies
are cut off from strike-bound shops. All shipments are refused or mis-
sent, delayed, and lost, If possible. - Strike breakers are also isolated
to the full extent of the power of the crganization. Interference by the
Government 1s resented by open violation of the Government's orders,
going to jail en masse, causing expense to the taxpayers, which is but
another name for the employing class.

In short, the Industrial Workers of the. World advocate the use of
militant * direct-action " tactics to the full extent of our power to make

This is from their official document, offered and accepted in
evidence in the United States court at Los Angeles, Cal.,, in
the trial of certain parties who were accused of violating the
neutrality laws of the United States, and whom the evidence
showed were being supported, both financially and otherwise, by
the 1. W. W. organization,

Mr. REED. Mr. Presidens, I intend to take but a very few
minutes. I would think I had not done my duty if I did not
call attention to the language of this proposed act. I presume
we shall repeat the old experience—that is, because some out-
rageous thing has been attempted or some oulrageous organiza-
tion has come into existence, we at once proceed to pass laws
so broad and sweeping that scores of objects we do not want
to penalize will nevertheless be declared felonies.

Mr. President, I can not agree with my distinguished friend,
the author of this bill, in regard to the construction of the word
" fol'(_‘e."

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. REED. I yleld.

Mr. WALSH. I can give the Senator from Missouri a little
further enlightenment upon that. I have sent for the volume of
Words and Phrases containing the word * force,” and I find,
in the ease of “ burglary.”:

. . The * force " required to constitute burglary under Pennsylvania Code,
article 842, may be by lifting the latch of a closed door, by raising a
window, by entry at a chimney, or other unusnal place, the introduction
of a_hand or any instrument to draw out the property through the
opening made by the burglar for that purposc.

Of course, it would not be moral force.

“ Torce,” as applled to a forced marriage, implies physical constraint
of the will, -

Mr. REED. Well, I will now call the Senator’s attention to
gome definitions, I happened by mere accident

Mr. WALSH. Pardon me onc moment. In construing the
forcible-entry statute it is said:

The word * force* carrles with it necessarily the idea of violence
exerclsed, and it may include a putting in fear by threats, but it can
not include a mere entry by the ordinary means of entrance without
any breaking and without any threat of violence to the person.

Mr. REED. The employment of the phrase is sufficient. I do
not think there is much question about the fact that “ force"
does not necessarily have to be physical foree, physical violence.
For instance, we will take the question of the boycott. I happen
to have on my desk Black's Law Dictionary ; I read the definition
of boycott.

Boycott. In eriminal law. A conspiracy formed and intended, di-
rectly or indirectly, to prevent the carrying on of any lawful business or
to injure the business of an{one by wrongfully preventing those who
would be customers from buying anythin m or employing the re?m-
sentatives of said business by threat, intimidation, or other forcible
means.

" I think that the word “ force ” would cover a boycott. A man,
we will say, is running a grocery store and he is informed by an
organization, the membership of which largely patronizes that
store, that if he does not do a certain thing he will be boycotted.
That means that nobody will trade with him; it may mean that
nobody will speak to him; it may mean that as he passes along
the street he will be subject to the silent contempt, or even the
manifested contempt, of the community. It is one of the most
terrible instrumentalities that can be employed. I observe that
that method is referred to by Black. The phrase * threats,
intimidation, or other forcible means,” that being a part of the
boycott.

Aganin—and the remarks which I am now making are without
preparation—the word “ force ™ as defined by Black is:

Power, dynamically considered, that is in motion or in action; con-
straining power ; compulsion ; strength directed to an end. Usuoally the
word occurs in such connections as to show that unlawful or wrongful

action is meant, A
Unlawful violence—

That is also force—
in Scoteh law. Coercion or duress—

Are treated under the head of * foree.”

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the Senator from Missourl
parvdon a further interruption?

Mr. REED.. Yes, sir. '

LVI 386

Mr. WALSH. I have sent for Cogley on Strikes and Lock-
outs, and I find here a definition of * boycotting” and “ picket-
ing " that I should like to give to the Senator for such aid as it

may afford.
Mr. REED. Yery well
Mr, WALSH. IHere is the definition:
PICKETING,

Employees early learned that a strike would be fatile if they coulid not
by some means prevent others filling the places they had voluntarily
surrendered. Plcketing, therefore, was one of the means adopted foe
that purpose. The system appears in the earliest cases on strikes. Ac-
cording to the modera doctrine, “pleketing” by members of a trade-union
on strike, consists in posting members at all the approaches to the works
struck against for the purﬂose of observing and reporting the workmen
going to or comin:i from the works and of using such influence ns may
be in thelr power to prevent the workmen from accepting work there.

Then it says:

Ordinarily picketing is a part of boycottlng, Some of the cases, with
good reason, held that plcketint: was itself intimidation. But Parlia-<
ment In Eongland and the legislatures of some of the States of this coun-
try have so far yiclded to the encroachments of mobs as to legalize acts
and conduct that at first were crimes. It may now be stated as to the
rule both in England and the United States that iwicketln is peace-
fully conducted and the acts of the plckets confined to watching, ob-
servation, and persupaslon, it is not a eriminal offense. But if violence
to person or property is resorted to or workmen are so persistently fol-
lowed as to insplire fear, or if their tools are hid so they can not work, or
their houses or places of business are watched or beset, ¢r the approaches
thereto, then the acts of the pickets become unlawful.

So you will see that picketing does not imply the use of force
or violence at all,

Mr. REED. It does not necessarily imply it.

Mr. WALSH. It does not necessarily imply it; certainly not.
But just as soon as you apply foree or violence, then this pro-
posed statute would step in.

Mr. REED. A, but the decision on that authority goes no
further, as I gather it from hearing it read, than to say that the
court and Parlinment have finally vielded to the idea that moh
law may proceed that far; that being practically the phrase of
the book.

Mr. WALSH. The expression—

Mr, REED. But when we come to define the word * force "
here, while I think that the authority read would be of per-
suasive influence, I should not regard it as conclusive., I should
be glad to hear the other authorities referred to by the Senator.

Mr, WALSH. The remark I was going to make was that the
authority holds that peaceful picketing is not a crime and dees
not imply foree or violence ; but when force or violence are used
in connection with it, it then becomes erlminal. I read further:

BOYCOTTS.

A boycott 1s one of the most serious forms of Intimidation resorted
to during strikes. It may be and frequently is accompanied by violence
to person or property, or it may be a complete social or business ostra-
clsm, or both, of the parties boycotted.

L] - - L] - - -

Anderson’s Law Dictionary defines boycot tlni as “a combination be-
tween persons to suspend or discontinue dealings or patronage with
another person or persons because of rcfusal to comply with a request
of him or them."”

Mr. HOLLIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. REED. I yield.

Mr. HOLLIS. It seems to me very clear that the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Reep] and the Senator from Montana [Mr.
Warsu] wish to reach the same offense. It is merely a matter
of accurate definition. Now, would it not satisfy the Senator
from Montana to strike out the word * force” and to leave the
word “violence”? There can be no doubt about the meaning
of “ violence ” ; and if the Senator wishes to reach only questions
of violence that will do it. Then the question which the Sena-
tor from Missouri [Mr. Reen] very properly raised will be cut
out of consideration. °

Mr. WALSH. I may be able to make a suggestion that will
reach the case. I would not like to make the substitution pro-
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire, becausa * violence
there contemplates the application of force in intensity; but I
have not the slightest objection in the world to inserting the
word “ physical ” before the word “ force,” so that it shall read
“physical force.”

Mr. REED. Mr. President, that will reach that point. Now,
I call the Senator’s attention to this language. It is proposed
to make it a criminal offense, punishable by a heavy fine and
long imprisonment, for anyone to contribute dues to any such
unlawful organization; that is, such an organization as has
been defined in the first section. I think that some plrase
ought to be introduced so that the person contributing the dues
must have understood the purpose of the organization.
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T have this in mind: Here is 2 man who belongs to a labor
lodge; a strike is started and finally the lodge itself resolves
upon the employment of such a degree of force as would bring
it within the terms of this proposed statute. Members con-
tribute dues; there is no statement here that they shall do it
knowiugly ; that is, that they shall do it knowing the purpose of
the organization. So I think the language is too loose and gen-
eral at that point.

I call the Senator's attention to that. Then I call attention
to another fact. We are liable to reach, under this bill, a class
of organizations which are organized for the employment of
force, but which it has never been intended to put within the
control of the Federal Government. There are States in this
country where there are organizations to promote social purity
and good morals by the occasional application of force. There
are societies organized for the purpose of capturing horse thieves,
and similar societies that have taken immoral women and im-
moral men out and chastised them and given them time to leave
the community. I do not justify that way of treating crime;
but it seems to me that there i{s no intention on the part of
the author of this legislation to incorporate that class of organ-
izations within the purview of this bill and to make them amen-
able to the Federal statute.

I wish to suggest to the very distinguished author of this bill,
since this discussion has taken place, that if he will take the
bill and go over it now he will perhaps want to make a few
changes in it. That could be done, and the bill be brought up
again to-morrow morning. I do not want to delay its passage.
If, however, he does not want to do that; I shall not any fur-
ther resist the passage of the bill; indeed, I do not want to be
understood now as resisting its passage., I am only seeking to
bring about its amendment.

Mr. BECKHAM. Mr. President, I do not wish to delay the
bill beyond to-day, for I heartily approve its purposes and shall
very cheerfully vote for it. I believe it ought to be passed and
enacted into law as soon as possible.

I have but one objection te it, and I am going to offer an
amendment to meet that objection. If this bill is a good thing
in time of war, I can see no reason why it would not be good in
time of peace. If the organization which has been referred to
here, or any other organization with similar pu

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment?

Mr. BECKHAM. I will not yield just now—if any such or-
ganization is prohibited in time of war from accomplishing what
are defined in this bill as unlawful purposes, it certainly should
not be allowed to do so in time of peace. 1 therefore move to
strike out in line——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sen-
ator from Kentucky that his amendment at this time is not in
order, There is an amendment pending, the pending amend-
ment ]belng that offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HArD-
WICK

Mr, SHEPPARD. A parliamentary inquiry, .\Ir. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. SHEPPARD. What .became of the amendment offered
by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsa] with reference to
the insertion of the word * such"?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been disposed of;
it was not formally tendered. Before the Senate was permitted
to act upon the amendment of the Senator from Montana he
yielded to the Senator from Georgia, and the parllamentary
status is that the amendment of the Senator from Georgia is
now pending.

Mr. HARDWICK. I did not want to displace the amendment
of the Senator froin Montana. I think the amendment proposed
by the Senator from Montana ought to be acted upon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment of the Senator from Montana will be considered before the
Senate. The Secretary will state the amendment.

The Secrerary. On page 2, line 3, before the word * means,”
it is proposed to insert the word * such,”

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr, HARDWICK. Mr, President, the question I wished to
ask the Senator from Kentucky is this: What power would the
Federal Government have to do this in time of peace? This
proposed act rests on the war power; and Congress has not, in
my judgment, any right to make acts of this sort in the several
States crimes in times of peace.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I should like to say to the
Senator from Kentucky that that was the view taken by the
Judiciary Committee, that the only power the Federal Govern-
ment has in the premises is under the war power.

Mr. BECKHAM. That may be the view of the committee,
but I wish to offer my amendment. Do I understand, Mr,

ger:sltd%nt, that another amendment is now pending before the
ate

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the
Senator from Georgin [Mr. Harpwick] is now before the
Senate; =o that the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky
is not now in order.

Mr. BECKHAM. Well, my amendment would be to strike
out in line 2, page 2, the words * during any war in which the
United States is engnge(l ", in line 7, section 2, to strike out

“while the United States Is engaged in war”; in line 17, page
2, to strike ount the wo “ while the United Stntes is engaged
in war " ; and on page 3, line 8, to strike out the words “ during
any war in which the United States may be engaged.” I do
not believe that the inclusion in the bill of these words which
I propose to strike out is necessary to make it constitutional.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Georga. [Putting
the question.] The “ayes™ have it, and the amendment is
agreed to.

Mr. REED. I ask for the yeas and nays on that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SecreTary. On page 3, line 2, it is proposed to strike out
the words “or otherwise ” and the comma.

Mr. REED. One moment. I was engaged in conversation. I
may be in error. I thought the amendment of the Senator
from Kentucky was being voted on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena-
tor from Georgia is the amendment that has just been voted on.

Mr. REED. Very well, I withdraw my demand for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment of the Senator from Georgia is agreed to, The question
now is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Beckaax], which the Secretary will state.

The SecreTaRY. On page 2, lines 2 and 3, it is proposed to
strike out the words “ during any war in which the United
States is engaged ” and the comma.

On lines 7 and 8 of the same page it is proposed to strike
out the words “while the United States is engaged in war”
and the comma.

On lines 17 and 18 of page 2 it is proposed to strike out the
words “while the United States is engaged In war™ and the
comma,

Also, on page 3, lines 8 and 9, it is proposed to strike out
the words *“during any war in which the United States may be
engaged ” and the comma.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, I want to suggest to the Senator
from EKentucky that if this amendment should be adopted it
might render the whole bill unconstitutional. I can not discuss
the amendment at this time; but I fhink in all probability it
would be held unconstitutional, for the reason that we have no
power to pass such a law except the war power,

Mr. WALSH, Mr, President, I share the apprehension ex-
pressed by the Senator from Idaho. I feel very fearful that the
whole act would fall if that amendment should prevail,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr., HOLLIS. Mr. President, in view of the statement made
by the Senator from Montana, I think T will offer an amend-
ment to insert the word * physical” before the word “ force”
in four places—on page 1, line 7; on page 1, line 10; on page 2,
line 24 ; and on page 8, line 11.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire,

Mr. WALSH. Mr, President, I simply desire to say that I
am in favor of the amendment. It merely expresses the view
that was entertained concerning the significance of the bill by
everyone who had anything to do with the preparation of it.

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr, President, I did not guite catch what
the amendment is. Is it to strike out the word * force "?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The SecrETARY. Before the word “ force,” where it occurs in
the bill four times—on page 1, line 7; on page 1, line 10; on
page 2, line 24; and on page 3, line 11—it is proposed to insert
the wdld “ physieal,” =0 that it will read *of physlenl force,
violence, or physical injury to person or property.”

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I do not care to take time to
debate this matter, but I shall vote against the amendment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire.

On a division the amendment was agreed to,

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr, President, on page 2, lines 1 and 2,
I move to strike out the words “ or for any other purpose.”
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Before the Secretary states the amendment I want to say
ihat I think that is practically the same proposition that was in-
volved in the other general language. The first section of the bill
reads in this way :

That any association, organizatlion, society, or corporation, one of
whose purposes or professed purposes is to bring about any gg_vern-
mental, social, Industrial, or economic change within the United
States by the use, without authority of law, of force, violence, or
physical injury to person or property, or by threats of such injury,
or which teaches, advoecates, ndvises, or defends the use, without au-
thority of law, of force, violence, or physical injury to person or prop-
erty, or threats of such injury, to accomplish such change or for any
cther purpose——

Mr. WALSH. DMr. President, there is a litile difference there,
and I trust the Senator will not press the amendment. This
section refers only to associations; and if an association exists
and teaches, for the purpose of accomplishing any end, the use
of force or violence or the destruction of property, I think we
may very well endeavor to suppress the organization during the
war.

Mr. HARDWICK. I quite admit that there is that difference,
although I think the same proposition is involved, and I will
tell the Senator why. Now, you see, you even put in the threat
to use violence.
ﬂur. WALSH. Yes; but it is only addressed to an orzganiza-

on.

Mr. HARDWICK. I know; but when you are dealing with
the war power, and enacting legislation under it, it strikes me
that you ought to confine it to things that are strictly connected
with the war. I think the Senator is right as a matter of pub-
lic policy, that this would be a perfectly sound proposition for
any State legislature or for all State legislatures; but surely
you do not want to broaden it beyond the express purposes that
you have outlined in the bill, every one of which is immedi-
ately and directly connected with the adequate prosecution of
the war. The trouble is that this language would broaden it
so that if any organization, for any reason, used language that
some people might say threatened violence to person or prop-
erty, althongh it had no relation to the war, although it did
not seek to change the policies of the country, nor did it come
within any of these definitions sought by the Senator, the Sena-
tor's committee, and the Senator's bill, it would come within the
provisions of the law as written. In other words, the Dbill
would apply to language that did not seek fo bring about any
governmental, social, industrial, or economic change within the
United States—if it was for any other reason except that.

That is the reason why I think this language ought to zo out.
While I hope the amendment will be adopted, I admit that it
is not nearly as important as the other amendment I offered,
which the Senate adopted; but I think it is going a long way
to say that in the exercise of the war power you will ander-
take to do anything, even with organizations, where the thing
penalized is not tolerably well connected with the conduct of
the war. )

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understand that the Sena-
tor desires to strike out “or for any other purpose.” Is that
correct? -

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes, sir; that was the idea I had.

Mr. McCUMBER. Can the Senator give us an instance which
he may have in his mind in which it would be perfectly proper
for a person to use force or violence or physical injury to-
ward another person? Will the Senator tell us for what law-
ful purpose it could be used?

Mr. HARDWICK. The Senator from Georgia does not think
he has to sustain that sort of a burden in order to establish the
correctness of his proposal. If it was a purpose that was
purely domestic, that was not in any way connected with the
efficiency of the cceuntry in the war, then, as I view questions
of this sort, the Federal Government would have no power what-
ever to enact a rule of civil conduct on that question; or sup-
pose it was some purely local thing, like night riding in Ken-
tucky or Georgia, or any other State, or these local disturbances
that at times we have had, during which we have heard of
some threats being used. The local courts and local laws are
perfectly competent to handle those things; and, as I understood
it, that was not what you were striking at at all.

Mr. McCUMBER. As the purpose is always one of intent, it
would be guite simple and easy for any offender to show that
his intent was for some purpose other than that connected in
any way with the prosecution of the war,

Mr. HARDWICK. Not at all. If the Senator will pardon
me, the question of intent is not involved at all.

Mr. McCUMBER. Waell, * purpose " must mean * intent® as
used in this provislon.

Mr. HARDWICK: But let me explain to the Senator why I
think the question of intent is not really at stake here. * Pur-
pose " Is uot used &s an equivalent of “ intent ™ in this draft;

Which teaches, advocates, advises, or defends the use, without an-
thority of law, of force, violence, or physical injury to person or prop-
erty, or threals of such injury—

Now, for what purpose? For what object?
word to show the Senator what I mean— g
to accomplish such ehange—

That is, the change referred to in the previous part of the
section—governmental, social, industrial, or economic changes
within the United States. Now, how could you say “any other
purpose ” when you have already specified exactly what yvou
mean? I ean not see why those words should be used. 4

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President

Mr. HARDWICK. T yield to the Senator.

Mr, McCUMBER. I understood that one of the reasons was
so that a person who committed an unlawful act, which under
any construction would be against all moral law as well as the
established doctrine, could not excuse himself by saying that he
intended some other purpose,

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator will parden me, I should
agree with him perfectly if we were in a State legislature
enacting a rule of civil conduct; but when we exercise the war
power with respect to this particular matter we ought to confine
it to the objects that are really within the purview of that power.
It might be that the Senator’s moral proposition would be a per-
fectly unanswerable one in every State legislature, in all of the
48 States; but surely, even in time of war, there is a certain field
for exclusive action on local questions and domestic matters left
to the lawmaking bodies of the different States in the Union.
That is the reason why I think it is a good amendment; and
ought to be agreed to by the Senate,

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I do not think a change so
important as this ought to be voted on with only 15 Senators
present, and therefore I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North
The Secretary will

I will use that

Dakota suggests the absence of a quorum.
call the roll.

The SecreTARY called the roll;, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Bankhead Gronna Martin Shields
Beckham Hardwick New Smith, 8. C.
Borah Henderson Nugzent Smoot
Calder Hollis Page Sutherland
Chamberlain Johnson, Cal. Phelan Thompson
Colt Jones, N, Mex, Pittman Tillman
Culberson Jones, Wash, Poindexter Trammell
Curtis Kendrick Pomerene Walsh
Dillingham Kenyon Reed Warren
Tall Kin Robinson Watson
Fletcher Lewgs Saulsbury Weeks
France McCumber Shafroth Williams
Gallinger McKellar Sheppard

Gerry MecNary Sherman

Mr. TRAMMELL. I wish to announce that the senior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. JAumES] is absent on account of illness.

I wish also to announce that the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. Varnpauman] is detained on official business,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I announce the absence of my colleague
[Mr. Gorr] on account of illness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an-
swered to their names. A guorum is present, The question is.
on the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick].

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, after some conference with
the Senator who reports this bill, while I believe the amendment
is right and that probably it would be safer fo adopt it, I am
not disposed to press it now; and if no one objects, I will with-
draw the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia with-
draws his amendment. If there be no further amendment to be
proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I should like to have the amend-
ments stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendments,

The SEcrETARY. Before the word “force,” where it appears
in the bill in four places, the word “ physical " has been inserted,
so0 as to read * of physical force, violence, or physical injury.”

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I shall not undertake to delay
this matter in any way. I want it understood, however, and
in the Recomwnp, that I object to the insertion of the word

“ physical.”
Mr. KING. Mir. President, this bill is being considered during
the morning hour, and unless it is passed within a very few

minutes it will 2o over, unless by unanimons consent or by mo-
tion its consideration may be continued. I had intended mak-
ing some observations concerning this measure, its objects, and
purposes, and the sitoation which it was designed to meet, but
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net wishing to delay its passage, I will refrain from carrying
out my design. In a word or two, however, I may add that
there is a eriminal and treasonable organization in our midst
that is n menace to the peace and tranquillity of the people. This
bill will not impinge upon the rights of any labor organization
or affect any law-abiding person. It strikes at sueh organiza-
tions as the I. W. W.—organizations that seek the overthrow
of our Government, our social and industrial institutions, and
the principles of justice which obtain among civilized peoples.
I regret that the States have not dealt with these organizations
-and their members and passed criminal statutes to adeguately
punish them. This measure I would not support except as a war
measure. It is the duty of the States to enact all proper palice
regulations and such criminal laws as may be necessary to pro-
tect life and property. However, I believe that under the war
powers of the Federal Government the provisions of this bill
ecan be supported and that the disloyal, wicked, and treasonable

activities of the organization referred to and many of its mem- -

‘bers are sufficient warrant for legislation of this character.
Several months ago I gave an interview concerning the 1. W. W.
organization which was published in a metropolitan newspaper.
It expresses some of my views coneerning this organization,
and, beeause of the lack of time and epportunity upon this ocea-
gion to discuss this measure and to present some of my views
concerning organizations whose teachings are destructive of
law and order and our Government, I desire to submit this inter-
view and ask that it be printed in the Recomp. Of course, this
interview does not consider the legal questions in legislation of
this character nor cover the various phases of a subject so vital
and far reaching,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, leave will
be granted. -
The matter referred to is as follows:

It is gratifying to know that {he overwhelming majority of the peaple
of this l‘ol:l]ﬂ_l'{ are loyal to its institutions and devoted to the great
prineiples of liberty for which this Republic stands and with grim
aund earnest determipation are supporting the administration in this
stupendous war between the forces of democracy and liberty upon the
one hand and of antocracy and tyranny upon the other hnm{

There are, however, within the borders of our land a few traitors,
a number of Prusslanized Americans who came fo this country te
recure political liberty and to enjoy the material blessings of a free
Republic and whose allegiance is still given to the enemy that is seek-
ing the destruction of this Ilepublic; a number of sentimental pacifists,
whose mi ed teachings are polsonouns md'ﬂme the edge of treason.
Then there are the membeérs of that criminal, disloyal, and brazenl
atheistic organization known as the Industrial Workers of the Wurlt{
Perhaps there is no greater menace to the Internal peace and domestie
tranquillity of our country than this criminal association.

It is difficult, In view of our standards of civillzation and the Chris-
tlan ideals and ethical concepts of the American people to comprehend
kow such a malignant girowth as this organization is could fasten
itself npon our industrial system. However, we find In nature the
gtrange paradox that extremes sometimes meet; and so In society and
in government the ethereal, righteous, and progressive forces are op-
posed by dark and destructive elements.

Numerically the Industrial Workers of the World organization is not
strong. I do not think its membership exceeds 200,5?}0. and yct its
name has become a source of terror and fear for the snme reason that
a mad dog in the crowded thoroughfare or a mun us maniac at
large mught terrorize a lar;fe community.

It 1s not only an organization destructive of society, but it is a
treasonable organization. This is not overstating It, beeause it is
glving aid and comfort to the enemies of this Republic, Its leaders

- an{l members defiantly announce that they will commit deeds of vio-
lence and assall the very foundations of the Government and of
soclety. They attack in subtle and In o&n manner the industrial life
of the Nation to bring about the result t there will be no resources
for military organization or preparedness, so that this country may be
prevented from giving any aid or support to the forces of the great
‘nations with which we are united in an effort to defend liberty and
defeat Prussian militarism,

The members of this organization have no interest in this Govern-
ment or in any government. Indeed they disclaim any nationality.
They know no ilag except the flag of revolution, and no emblem except
that which stands for murder and the most savage depravity. They
refuse allegiance to any country, deny the authority of any govern-
mental agency, and desire the destruction of every form of ‘authority
or government, natlonal and municipal. They rd this nation-wide war
with satisfaction and would rejoice if It culminated in the destruction
of our Government and the overthrow of all authority in the world.
Having no flag and no country and wishing the overthrow of this
great Republie, they are doing everything within their power to pre-
vent the Nation and the people from mobllizing thelr resources, devel-
oging thelr industries, raising armies and building navies, and taking
effective steps to vigorously prosecute the war.

If German troops were upon our shores, they would furnish informa-
tion that would aid in thelr efforts to subjugate our people, If the
could communicate any information to our cnemies that would al
them In their efforts against us, they would willingly impart it
Indeed, their plan is to do everything possible to hinder and prevent
the prosecution of the war, to sow the seeds of internal revolution, to

read sedition, to inflame the passions of the lgnorant, and to demor-
alize and disorganize all of the forces that make for law and order.

The members of this criminal specie find their way into the industrial
elrejes and among all the laboring classes. Thelr purpose is to compel,
by threats, criminal violence, or otherwise, all persons who labor to
strike in order to arrest all of the forces necessary to the life of the
Nation. They attempt to close every mine, shut down every factory and
manufiacturing plant, stop every traln; prevent the planting of all erops,
or the reaping of the harvest. They declare that they are a revolu-
tionary orgnnﬁndun, and that the question of right and wrong does not

concern them or affect their methods or their aims. They boldly de-
clare, as a part of their creed, that the interference of the Government
will be opposed by open violation of the Government's orders, and they
advocate the use of tant and * direct action,” by which. they mean
the use of force and violence, the employment of every weapon to de-
stroﬁegnvernment pamlﬁze Indusiry, demorallze soclety.
- They see in this world war an opportunity, as they belleve, to bring
about their plan of destroying all government and capltal and of sel
whatever there is corporeal or physical in this wor In pursuance o
this nefarious design they destroy property by the use of dynamite and in
an Incendiary way. They blow up manufacturing plants and seek ﬁ?nk:u-
larly the destruction eof those agencies émployed by private individ-
uals or the Government in govld.lng munitions, clothing, and the multi-
tude of articles required in the prosecution of the war.

In the West they are particularly active and have found a fruitful
field for their propaganda. They have been esg:clnniy active in their
efforts to shot down the mpt?er and lead produn mines of the West,
They appreciate the imperative nece: of our Government, not only
for its own uses but for the use of the nations with whom we are allied in

rocuring immense quantities of cop and lead. Accordingly
they inva saceable mind camfm where high wages were paid and
general prosperity existed, and by violence, intimldation, seditious utter-
ances, and poisonous, treasonable efforts they caused thousands of
miners to leave their employment, as a result of which mines have been
shut down and a chaotic condition produced.

In many of the districts Inte which they penelrated there were found
a large number of allens. Some weére Austrians, and in some of the
Arizona mining & large number of them were Mexicans., Every
means was employed to inflame the minds of these people against this
Government and against all perscns who owned any property, and par-
ticularly those who owaed or operated mines and mills and plants and
employed labor. Exaggerated statements were made as to profits
of emgloyprs, and impassioned amels made to the emplo{m that
they should cease to operate the mines and manufacturing plants and
all of the Industrial activitles of the country. Particular effort was
made to provoke strikes in those works that were producing articles
for the asllies and for our Government. Many of these appeals were
adroitly phrased and cunningly Frmnted under the pretext of elfecting
a world-wide Internationalism of the workingmen. But the Erirne pur-
pose was to destro srodnct!nn. the social organism, and the Natlon.

The agricultural districts were invaded and the torch was applied
where unsuccessful cfforts were made to prevent the harvesting of
crops. The bridges and tunnels of our land, and particularly in the
West, have to be guarded by armed soldiers against the treacherics of
this criminal class who would destroy them and thus prevent the
operation of the tralns and halt the transportation forees of our coun-
tryi E;hey wounld, if they had the power, destroy all bridges, railroads,
and ships.

They terrorize the honest wage earner, and do not hesitate to as-
sasginate him if they ecan not mu\ia his alleglance by other means.
Life has no sacredness to them, and it does not stand In the way of the
accomplishment of thelr designs. Theg openly tench murder, and they
brutally and deflantly advocate the e:trucﬁau of property and the
overthrow of government. .

Thelr organization_ under any and all circumstances, iIs & menace to
organized society and government, but it is lparticu]ar!_r deadly in a
erisis such as confronts our Nation to-day. In order to earry on the
war sucecessfully our flelds and farms must be productive, our factories
must be operated to their full capacity, and (-verywresource of tha peo-
ple must be employed in the most efficlent way. e must produce and
produce still more. This means organization, unlon, cooperation, do-
mestie tranguillity, and contented, patriotie, enthuslastic people in all
th?f Il)r;md land. 'There must be complete integratlion of all of our
activities.

The political, Industrial, and social mechanisms must be coordinated
and operated without friction,

‘*Babotage ™ Is a word employed by them, and they urge sabotage In
all its forms as applied to our vast industrial machine. As they em-
ploy the word it means intimidation, coercion, and any means neces-
sary to gain an end; it means the throwing into the delicate machin-
ery of the industrial and economic organization any * foreign sub-
stanee " that will destroy the machine. This * foreign substance ™ is
generally foree, physieal violence, and murder.

They declare that by revolution and violence * eapitallsm ™ must be
destroyed and all of the industries of the world surrendered to them.
They Emclnim that there is a guerrilla warfare as well as a battle;
that the battle is betwesn two opposing forces and must culminate in
the destruction of human government, organized soclety, the ownership
of pro| , and of our civilization. It is not higher wages or fm-
proved conditions for the laboring man for which this organization is
striving. It iz admitted that whatever demands are conceded by em-
ployers to-day, other shall be made to-morrow; that whatever ngree-
ments may be entered Into, they should be violated; that instead of
orderly development and harmonious relation between employer and
employee, there ghould be revolution and no amity or frie coopern-

tion.

Some people entertain the view that the I. W, W. organization s
seeking the amelioration of the condition of the laboring man, and
there gas been some sympathy in eertain sections for members of this
organization. As stated, such is not its object. The ple might as
well Enow exaetly the character of this association. 1t as bitterly as-
sails the laboring man who believes in labor unions, in government, in
law and order, in the Christian civilization of the day, as it does the
man who employs Iabor.

If 50,000 men should meet together in some publie square in the city
of New York and there openly and cynically deny the existence of a
God, of all moral restraints, of all ndards of ethics or righteous-
ness, and should proclaim opposition to the sanectity of ma . and
the huilding of homes, and the assumption of the obligntions entalled
by the rearing of a family, and to all forms of government, either
municipal, State, or national, and if they sghould further declare that
they intended to shut down every factory, close every store, prevent
the operation of street cars, take possession of the city, deprive owners
of thelr proport{. whether large or small, and if following these decla-
rations they aid attempt to carry them into effect and did close fac-
tories and plants and turn men ount of employment and cause violence,
strikes, murders, arson, and the wanton destruction of life and prop-
erty: and If they further attempted to take possession of the Govern-
ment and made war upon those who were engaged in preserving peace
and order, and finally they succeeded fn reducing everything to welter,
chaos, and ruin, then some idea might he obtained of the plans a
purpases and methods of o tion of this hideous, malevolent associa-
tion known as the I. W, W.
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Bo far as 1 ean learn, the overwhelming majority of the membership
are allens. It was stated in some of the newspapers that of those re-
cently deported from Dishee, Ariz., one-half were Mexleans and a con-
siderable number were Austrlans, and that only a small proportion
were native-born American citizens. They are nomadic, houseless, and
homeless. They have no l'nmil{ ties, no hablts of thrift or sobriety,
and in every sense of the word are utterly at war with our instito-
tions, our form of seclety, and our industrial and vernmental 1ife.
They vesent those habits of indnstry and thrift which ave regarded as
wvirtues among all decent avd clvilized communities.

A thrifty man inevitably acquires some property: the amount may
Eﬁ’nmnll. but it glves him a feeling of security and an interest in the

vernment and in the social organization of which he forms a part.
He feels that he is-a part of socfety and of the Government. In this
wiy he becomes more siable, more conservative, and more interested
in the form of local or munlelpal government, in the State, and In the
Natlon. He feels that he is a cog—although, Ferh.aps. a small one—
in the machinery of life and industry of the world. It makes for better
thinking, for manhood, and for a apirit of home building. e marries,
rears n family, and is interested in that family and in its bhappiness
and welfare. He desires good government, one that is safe and pro-
gresalve, one that will afford protection te the property which he
acauires nas well as to his person and the lives of his family.

e soea that there ks an cthieal prineiple, a standard of justice, that
obfains in and applies to all human conduct, and that virtue and right-
econsness exall the Individual as well as the Nation. He sees that
religlon 18 a concomitant of a progressive elvilization. and he learns to
appreciate the faet that there is a Supreme and Omnipotent Power Ere-
air:lng over the destiny of men and natlons. These views Iinspire him
to better work, to greater service, for bis family. hiz community and
Btate. He seeks to excel In the business or trade which he follows,
in order that he may be more useful, not only to himself but to his
family and to the community. He sees that anarchy and chaos In-
evitably result from no government and when the moral restralnts
impozed by troe religion and a bigh standard of ethics are not observed,
All these wirtues, views, and principles are sneered at and despised by
the Industrial Workers of the World. To them there is no God. nothing
Anfinite, Immortal. or eternal. We are In a blind world of chance, with-
out deglgn and without purpose.

Order, union, law., government, wholesome restraint, religion—all
of these words are meaninglesa i’o them, and the forms, influrnces,
anid powers behind them and nmmpany{ax them are the ohjects of
their hatred and ilmplacable fury., Of course, such a creed will attraet
to it the godless, the wicked, the corrupt. the criminal, and all those
whose hrutish Instinets rebel at decency and right thinking and right
living : and =0 most of the Industrial Workers of the Warld are vaga-
bonds and tramps. the fiotsam and jetsam on the tnmultnous sea of life.
Mapy go from the peoltentiary to the Todnstrial Wo-kers of the World
organizatior. and many go from the Todnstrinl Workers of the World
organization to the penitentiary, and more shon'd go there.

1 mlght add that the evidence seems to be veryr strong, thongh more
or Iess clrenmstantial, that membera of this oreanization are in the
employ of Germany. Certaln it Is that many of them are sunniled with
an abundanes of gold, and denonnee this country and speak approv-
ingly of Germany. In some sectlons where Austrlans were employed
the 1. W. W.'s nrged them to strike. using as an arsnment. among
others. that they were producing materials which would be nsed by the
allirg and hy this country against their countrymen: that Is. the Aus-
trlans and rmans. In several inrtances, these appenls were ofective
and resalted in serfous strikes and disorders. T feel sanre that the De-
partment of Instice, which has been dilizent in protecting the interests
of our conntry and our ;I)a;?le. has a mass of evidence snnnorting this
view : and upon the tria some of these 1. W. W.'r indnbitable evl-
dence wili he produced .connecting members of this organization with
German intrignes,

It 18 sinenlar. but we find as bitter opposition to trade-unions as to
the capitn,ists, so called The result. of course, must he that the mem-
bers of the lahor untons can not he and are not in svmpathy with the
1. W, W. Trade labor anfonism fosters, as the T. W. W, gaya. Industry,
and the helief that there i= a common interest hotween the emplovers
and the employees, Trade-nnionism brings stabllity amone the Iahoring
people and seeks to have Industry. peace. and order. and proper de-
velopment. The true hhor'l:g mnan is anxions for the perpetulty of
goriety and the majintenance gond rovernment and the proper growth
and development In all of the activitles of trade and commeree. The
1. W. W. proclalms the abalition of the wage syetem. and declares that
ecapitallam most be destroyed. One of thelr principal trachers says that
the guestion of right and wrong * does not coneern us”  All opposition,
g0 long as the waee avetem lasts, Is but an armed truee. At any favor-
able opportunity the struzgle for more control of industry is renewed.

“ Interferernce by the Government Is resented hy open violation of the
Government's orders, going to jall en masse, cansing expenses to the
tnn:m;'ﬁra * & ¢ In ghort. the I. W W, advoeates the use of mili-
tant * direct-action tactles to the full extent of onr nower to make

d. ®* * * Bahotage Is to this class struggle what the guerrilla
wnrfare is fto the battle, The strike Is the open battle of the rclass
struggle, Fabntl‘!‘ge Is the goperrilla warfare between two opposing
clnsser, The 1. W. W. is fast nlmmu.chlnz the stage where it can ac-
complish fts mission. This mission 1s revolutionary in character. Wo
are not satiafied with a falr day’s waee for a falr day's work. Such a
thing 1= Impossible. TLabor 1is entitled to all wealth, We are

inz to deo away with capitalization by taking possession of the

nd and the machinery or production. We do not Intend to buy them,
either. : : : Organt with the working class we will have the
power.

“y y—~either materinl or in the form of specinlized skill—has
wcensed fo exist (or the proletariat * * *  And following the loss
of the property idea comes a complete revolution in the mental attitude
of the worker, * * * His whole attitnde is one of opposition:
opposition to the pro of the master class—an attitnde u Iy sub-
versive of all modern -ethics, morals. relizglons. and laws—an utterly
revolutionary aftitnde. * * * Cigft onlonism can oot sarvive,
Any economic system bullt upon the rights of property is a confiseatory

Bystom.

This writer, speaking for the organization, states that the proletariat
s the suhjoct class and that the speeial functlon of the State is to keep
the proletariat in sobhjection, therefore, he argues, **All the activities
of the proletarnirt furt rrlmi its proeram for a new socliety muost neres-
sarily be revolutionary and he boyond the Iaw. Thorefore, the Socinlist
poltticlans’ * leer) revsintlon® les is regarde? as ahsard

Rilizabeth Curley Flynn, one of the I. W. W. agitators, urges intimi-
datlon, coerclon, and any means necessary to gain the ead.

members

It is obvlous that such an organlzation is an outlaw. It ean not exist
in a country where property rights are respected ; where law, orier,
schools, religlon, Industry, buslness, progress, and civilization are fonmd.

It is difficuit to deal with this menace, but the situation to-day calls
for vigorous, repressive measures. Already the Government is moving
to repress the activities of its leaders and to prevent its treasonabile
and lawless course, - -

The secretary of the organization, Mr. Roan, was recently arrested,
and doubtless others will soon be brought before the wir of justlce,
1 think it should be sald that perhaps some of the followers of this
revolutionary movement do not quite appreciate the inherent vimons-
ness of the aystem and the ultimate end of ,ts preachments. Of course,
the person cast from society, one whose crimes had isolated him from
soclety, would naturally gravitate to an organization which almed at
the destruction of soclety. A man without consclence—the cold-blooded
murderer—would seek vomrades among an organlzation teaching such
abhorrent doctrines.

A few years ago 8 number of the members of this association eame to
the State of Utah. One of their number, named Hillstrom, with one of
his associates committed & foul murder After a fair trial he wns con-
victed nnd executed. The courageous governor of the State, Willlam
Spry, refused commutation of his sentence, and members of the orezand-
gation attempted to assassinate the vernor. The executed eriminal
beeame an dol of these outlaws and # number of them followed his
ashes as they were carried through the streets of Chicago and glorified

death and the wicked cause with which he was Identified.
A number of measares sum}k-menﬂn? existing law are now proiling in
Congress that perhaps may ald in dealing with some of the activities of
this ceriminnl body. ;

T hope a broad and comprehensive law will be enacted that will more
effectively ald the Government in Its eTorts to protect Indust anil
inbor nnd to punish nnd overthrow, if possible, an orzanlzation the ob-
ects of which are so grave a menace to the foundations of soclety and

avernment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gquestion is on concurring
in the amenidment made as in Committee of the Whole,

The amendment was concurred in.

The SecreTaRY. On page 2, line 3, before the word * means,”
the word “such ™ was inserted

The amendment was concurred in.

The Secrerany. On page 3. line 2, the words “ or otherwise ™
and the comma were stricken from the bill.

The amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time. and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bhill to declare un-
lawful associations purposing by physienl force. violence. or
injury to bring about any governmental. socinl, Indnstrial. or
economic change In the United States, and preseribing punigh-
ment for persons engaged in the activities of such associations,
and for other pu 3

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President. T deem it rather unwise to
condemn any assoclation in advance under this bill; but T sub-
mit for the Recorp excerpts which T have had premared from
literature issned by the Industrinl Workers of the World. indi-
eating the purpose of that organization to use force and violence
to accompiish its ends,

The PRESIDING OIFICER. The same will be printed,
without objection, .

The matter referred to is as follows:

IxprsTRIAL WORKERS OF THE WoRLD.
L. TIRTONY.

Digested from The I. W. W.: Its History, Btrueture, and Methods.
I. W. W. Publishing Burean, Cleveland. Ohio. 1913. ;

In the fall of 1904 six active workers in the revelutlonary labnr
movement held a conferenre, There they declded to Issne a call for a
larger gathering. Invitations were sent out to 36 additional indi-
viduals who were active 'n the radical lahor organizations and the
soclallst political movement of the United Btates, Inviting them to meet
In secret conference in Chiecago, M., January 2, 1905. The conferencs
met at the appoloted time. with 30 present, and drew up the Tnidns-
trial 1'nion manifesto eall'ng for a convention to he held in Chieago
June 27. 19046, for the purpose of launching an organization lo aceord
with the principles set forth in ‘the manifesto. On the date set the
eonvention assembled, with 186 delegates present from 34 State, dis-
triet, national, and local organizations. represent’ng abont 90NN
The conveotlon lasted 12 days, adopted a constitution,
and elected officers.

I OFFICIAL PROGRAM.

1 Q!uog}'t.il from I. W. W. Preamble, I. W. W. Publishing Burean, Cleve-
and, 0

“The working class and the employing class have nothing in com-
mon. There can he no peace -s0 long ns hunger and want are found
amone millions of working people and the few, who make up the
employing <lass, have all the good .lhln‘zs of 1ife,

“ Netween these two classes a struggle must go on until the workers
of the world organize as a class, take esrjon of the earth and
the machinery of production. and abolish the wage system.

“We find that the centering of the management of industries into

‘fewer and fewer hands mnkes the trade-unions unable to cope with
‘the ever-growling power of the employing c¢lass. The trade-unions foster

a state of affairs which allows one set of workers to he p'tted agalnst
another set of workers In the =ame industry. thereby helping to
ilefent one another In wage wars. Moreonver. the trade-unions aid the
emnln{lnz clnss to mislead the workers into the hellef that the working
class have interests in common with their emplovers.

“These conditions can be changed and the ‘nterest of the working
elasas unheld only by an organization formed in such a wav that all
its members In any one indostry. or in all Industries, If neressary,
rease work whenever a strike or lockemt s on in eny departmmf
thereof, thus making an injury to one an injury to all




-their applied labor power

6092

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MAy 6,

“ Instead of the conservative motto, ‘A falr day's wages for a falr
day's work." we must inscribe on our banner the revolutionary watch-
word, ‘Abolition of the wage system.’

It is the historic mission of the working class to do away with
capitalism. The army of production must be organized not only for
the everyday sthgle with the capitalists but also to earry on pro-
fluction when capitalism shall have been overthrown. By organizing
industrially we are forming the structure of the mew soclety within
the shell of the old.”

Quoted from The I. W, W.: Its History, Structure, and Methods.
1. W. W. T"ublishing Cc., page 11:

“1In its basie principle the I. W. W. calls forth that spirit of revolt
and_ resistance that is so necessary a part of the equipment of any or-
ganization of the workers in their struggle for economic independence,
In a word, its basie principle makes the 1. W. W. a ﬁghtlng organization.
It commits the union to an unceasing struggle agalnst the private owner-
ship and control of industry.

“* There is but one bargain that the I. W. W. will make with the em-
ploying class—complete surrender of all control of industry to the or-
ganized workers.”

Quoted from How to Overcome the High Cost of Living, I. W. W.
Tublishing Bureau, pages 14-15:

** The progressive program of the I. W. W., by which it will bulld the
framework of the new society within the shell of the old, while at the
same time getting ready to take possession of all the Industries, will be
put into effect as fast as possible, whenever and wherever the workers
generate the power so to do.

“The workers take a shorter workday. They work slowl{ ; this makes
{13

it mecessary to cmploy more workers, {hereby decreasing the number of
unemployed : the workers then force the employers to pay higher wages.
This strengthens the workers and weakens the capitalists ; there will be

more pald and less unpaid labor ; the workers control more of the wealth
roduces. Indusiry becomes more centralized,
forcing the little labor skinners into the ranks of the workers. The
workers, becanse of their increased wages, are enabled to consume better
food, clothing, and shelter.
day, curtail production, decrease the army of the unemployed, increase
wagzes, The stronger the workers beccme the weaker grow the capl-
talists. The workers elect their own foremen, superintendents, and
manngers: they dominate the direction and control of Industry; the
workers impose their will npon society. Industry is more and more
centrallzed : the capitalists have no retainers left to think and fight for
them. The workers, ever stronger, more Jdominant, shorten the wurkda{;
curtall production to the point where unpaid labor disappears—th
abolishes the wage system, produnction for profit ceases. Production for
nse {s now the order; all physically and mentally capable members of
eociety become wuseful workers. Ecohomic classes are abolished. In-
dustrial administration and industrial democracy, based on free associa-
tlon of workers, comes into being. Every member of human soclety has
security in the means of life, with full and equal opportunity to develop
the best that s in each for the benefit of all.”

I11. TACTICS Ot METIIODS.

Quoted from The I. W. W. History ; Structure and Methods. I. W, W,
Tublishing Bureau, Cleveland, Ohlo, 1913, pages 17-18:

“As a revolutionary organization the Industrial Workers of the World
aims to use any and all tactics that will get the results sought with the
ienst expenditure of time ard emergy. The tactics nsed ave determined
zolely by the power of the organization to make good in their nuse. The
question of *right ' and * wrong " does not concern us.

“No terms made with an employer are final, All peace =0 long as the
wage system lasts Is but an armed truce. At any favorable opportunity
ihe struggle for more control of industry is renewed, * = #

“No part of the orgaglznllon is allowed to enter into time contracts
with the emg!oyers here strikes are used, it alms to paralyze all
branches of the industry involved, when the employers can least afford a
cessation of work—during the busy season and when there are rush
orders to be filled,

“ The Industrial Workers of the World mainiains that nothing will be
conceded by the employers except that which we have the power to take
nnd hold Ly the strength of our organization. Therefore we seek no
agreements with the employers,

*“ Failing to force concession from the employers by the sirike, work is
resumed and ‘sabotage' 1s used to force the employers to concede the
demands of the workers.

“The great progress made in machine production results in an ever-
increasing arm{ of unemployed. To counteract this the Industrial
Workers of the World aims {o establish the shorter workday and to slow
wp tkhc worl(in;:: rnlco. thus compelling the employment of more and more
WOTrKers. -

“ During strikes the works are closely picketed and every effort made
to keep the employers from gelting workers into the shops. ~ All supplies
are cut off from the strike-bound shop. All shipments are refuses or
missent, delayed, and rost, if possible,  Strike breakers are also isolated
to the full extent of the power of the organization. Interference by the
Government is resented by open violation of the Government's orders,
going to jail en masse, cansing expense to the taxpayers, which is but
another name for the emploving class.

“1In short, the I. W. W, advocates the use of militant * direct-action*
tacties to the full £xtent of our power to make good."

Quoted from How to Overcome the Hight Cost of Living. I. W. W.
Publishing Bureau, Q:_ga 13:

“The Industrial Workers of {he World, the revolutionary working
¢lass industrial union, is a strictly nonpolitical organization, declarin,
that the workers must organize their industrial wer and use i
directly at the point of production, sign no contracts with employers,
but take advantage of every opportunity to shorten the workday, curtail
production, and increase wages. Do away as much as possible with the
outside sirike where workers leave the boss Iin possession of the job and
give him the efggrtnnity io put scabs at work. Striking on the job
and compelling the boss to pay strike benefits Is better than long-drawn-
out starvation strikes. The only time the workers should leave the job
is when the employer locks them out, and the revolutionary workers
will develop the means to chee te that. . Direct actlon, sabotage,
passive resistance, and irritatlon strikes are some of the tactics of the
revolutionary Industrial Workers of the World.”

The workers continually reduce the work-

ngtod from Elﬁ(ht-ﬂnur Workday ; What It Will Mean and Iow
to Get It. I. W. W, Publishing Rureau:

" How are we to gain the eight-hour day? is another question.

i nf simply taking it!

“The first thing to do is to educate your fellow workers in the
shop * * @ Second, agitnte * * *  Then comes organization
* * * and when you see that your industrial unlon is strong enough,
take {he cight-hour day. Go to work in the shop, and when your eight

ours are up go home ; come back the next day and do the same thing.

“The boss will not like it at first; he may lock you out; he may try
to send away for scabs to take your place. If you think you are going
to get licked, go back as though willing to submit. A little later on,
when the boss least expects it, repeat the dose, and when he sees that
you mean business he will give in." .

Quoted from Union Scabs and Others. I, W. W. Publishing Bureau :

** When a strike is declared it becomes the chief duty of the organiza-
tion to effect a complete shutdown of the plant. For that purpose
warnings are mailed, or wired, to other places, to prevent workingmen
from moving on the afiiicted city.

* Pickets are stationed around the plant, or factory, or harbor, 1o
stop workers from taking the places of the strikers. Amateur scabs
are coaxed, persuaded, or bullled away from the seat of the strike. Per-
suasion having no effect on the professional strike breaker, he is some-
times treated to a brickbat shawer. Shut down the plant; shut it
down completely is the watchword of the strike,”

Quoted from Geiting Recognition. I. W. W. I"ublishing Bureau :

* The way to get recognltion from the employers Is the same as {he
way to get any other concessions from them—compel it. Take it by
the strong hand, * * *

“The way to get recognition for the unlon is to get a union that ihe
bosses can not help recognizing, * * * gne that tles up the whole
plant when there is a strike,” * * =

Quoted from Appeal to Wageworkers, Men and Women. I. W. W. I'ub-"
ils‘hinf Bureaun :

*“All members of the I. W. W. must at all times act in concert. For
example, in case of strike In one factory, cvery worker must go out,
and leave the factory deserted entirely. And ail workers in all indus-
gesrthtroughout the jurisdiction of the I. W, W. must act as one agalnst

e factory.

* 2. All workers of all industrial unions and departments may be
called out on strike if need be.

*3. The hours may be deécreased without strike. For example, work
cight hours and no longer, and ignore the wishes of the boss.

4, *Passive strike'; that Is, to obey the rules to the letter, and
thereby force the employer to come to terms, This method has proveu
suceessiul on rallroa s&stcms in Austria and Italy.

5. Intermittent strike; that is, go on strike cne day, go back to
work the next, and so on, if decemed necessary to win the point in

question. -

“§. Opportune strike: that '1;1, go on strike when the italist has
orders that must be filled immediately or when similar conditlons give
promise of victory.

“q, 1f demands are not granted, turn out poor work, or work slow,
so that to decrease profits until the employer will be made to under-
stand that he will gain most biy ting the demanis,

“8. In case of a capitalist njnnctlon against strikes, violate it, dis-
obey it; let the strikers and others go to jail if necessary. That won!d
cost 8o much that the injunction would be dispensed with,

“9. Final universal strike; that is, to remain within the industrial
institutions, lock the employers out for good as owners and parasites,
and give them a chance to becomé useful toilers,”

Editorial quoted from Industrial Worker, May 5, 1917 :

“To the master class the I. W. W. makes no apologles and gives no
excuse. Workers organized in the I. W. W. say to the master: ' We
have the power to gain certain concessions, and we are ing to tnke
them beeause we have the power, When we have atta more power
we will take more of the ;.;uod things of life till all labor has produced
is the property of labor.’’ E

Editorial quoted from Industrial Worker, September 1, 1017 :
“ The I. ’39’ w. es that the workers saffer from industrial
* * Direct action as used b

evils, an industrial autocracy, * the
1. W. W. means that the I. W. W. stands for the cure of the evils on
the job through direct industrial action on the job.”

I-‘}l'!lt’?rial quoted from Industrial Worker, Seattle, Wash.,, November

1917 :

“The character of the I. W. W. Iz so international that any aftack
upon it is bound to have an effect elsewhere in the world of capitalism.
T?J% gyndicalists of the European countries are bound to the industrial
unionists of this country with ties that not even the greatest war in
history can break, Industrial labor will answer American terrorism '™

Quoted from Solidarity, Chicago, I1., March 24, 1017, page 2:
“ Preparedncess,

“The question of °*preparedness’ is also being considered—what
preparations have been made or are necessary to pursue a war to a
suceessful conclusion? To the profit gluttons of big business it means
battleships, cannons, shrapuel, and machine guns and other things
which are essential teo the slaughtering of slaves. But to the worker—
to you—preparedness means something entirely different, It means
things that are necessary in order to sumsl‘nlif battle with the
sApaefu system on one hand and the high cost of living on the other,

nd it means more than this. Have you cver asked yourself what * pre-
paredness ' means to you?

YAre fnu prepared to fight ihe every-day battle with the boss for
sltmriier i'u:n.}lrl's. mare wages, and better conditions with a fair chance
of winning

““Are you prepared to defend your class, as well as yourself, from the
rapacity of the murderous thieves of bl% business?

“Are you prepared to defend your fellow workers now held as pris-
oners of war in the clutches of the enemy ¥




or to participnte in a gemeral strike, if
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“Are yon prepared to defend your press—the press of the L W, W.—
and the right of the workers to free speech, no matter what hapgeﬂnn
Don't forget that the powers that be would llke to do away with the

pers that show uP the real facts of the class war, so that the das-

rdly work of jailing and hanging fighting members of the working
class In different parts of the couniry can go on unprotected and
unmelested while the prostitutes of the capitalist press divert the minds

of all with # sickenlng mess of pale lrl];gf-rim. black lies, and jineoism.

*And to you who are not members of the one big anlon as yet will the
amion you vow bhelong to permit you to strike any time occasion demands?
necessary, to meet a swdden
contiugency of the unknown future? We are living in critical times;
are yon ted Jown by contracts or divided by crafts, or are yoo doml-
mnated by a bunrh of grafting officials and tled hand and foot by what
they say and do?

.“Are you prepared with forcible weapons to suvecessfully fight your
battles on the Industrial firld? Do you know what sabotage means and
how _and when to upply it in order to block the desires of the
shylocks from taking more than the * pound of fiesh* that each slave is
forced to yleld up these days in exchange for
. " Do you know what direct actlon means? Are vou afraid to nse it
against the parasites who would speed you up to a killing pace, and who,
when they have squeezed you dry, would throw you onto the indus-
trlal scrap beap. or who would take you from your work and your
famlly and drain the tast drop of your blood on thelr stupld battle fields?
ﬂd ha&itlllo the s?:?gpthinz to y%ur children when y:’m ar; Bo mme;

you respec robbers who gouge you every day of your iife?
Do you respect the rhains they rivet on your wrists or the lnws that
sanction the hideous game of exploitation? Are you ready to use
direct action to better your condi and te free yourself from wage

?

“ Do yon know what the general strike would mean te you and your
class? Are you prepared to take your place and do your bit to help
frustrate the gignntic conspiracies now ng hatched by the ememies
of labor? Do you know what organization—real labor organization
means? [HHow much do wwu know about that anion known as the Indos-
trial Workvis of the World.

< The I, W. Is organizing all the workers of all Industries into one
blg union. The I. W. W. is showing the workers liow to use all the
weapons that modero Industrial devel nt has placed in the hands of
the . 1z the only organization that Is
hy mu‘ﬁ'.é’ : .:uhfs e
avery aholishing wa
i recdom, where each worker wm
the fun predoct of his labor, where there will be no place for
the social parreite, and where health and happiness will be { lot of
every human heln& Preparrdness means organization and industria!
unlontsm. The L. W, W. Is the oniy form of organization that meets the
uiremenis of the ever changing Industrial development of to-day.
Before lone a man who Isn’t a unlon man In the full sense of the word
'mlifm s ldn m"‘mm?dn the I. W. W. Youn will

* If you are seeking pre ess, Join the . W. You never
have a better chapee than now. ke your place with your fellow
workers In the trenches of the Industrial war—your war—and show
that yoo are made of the stuff that men are made of.™

out not only to win the everyday battles with the
away with exploitation. ignorance, and sk
ablishi ndostrial f

IV. ATTITODE TOWARD WAR.
(a) Military service.

Quoted from War and the Workers. 1. W. W. Publishing Bureaun:

“ Young man, when you are asked to emlist In the Army or Nary, to
be used as food for cannon, be sure you look before you leap.

* Remember the Spanish-American War, with ite vile and unspeakable
record of embalmed beef, shoddy uniforms. bum-fitting brogans, leaky
tents, rotten ships, and a rottener bureaucracy, blow-hole Armor plate a
la Carnegie, insuficlent and inedible £ venereal diseases, and
e eever thnt the 8 nd Tobacco Trus th

emember that the Sugar = acco ts got the goods and
the workers got the malarial fever, ¥

“ Remember that the officers got the honor and the glory, and the men

- ot shot at.

“ Itemember that the officers got three squares each day, while the
rank and file were starving on three moldy hardtacks.

“ Remember that these arrozant and overbearing officers were com-
missioned because they hado't energy enough te work, brains enough to
beg. or courage enough to steal

Remember thnt th® American workers had no quarrel with the

ish workers. anyway.

“ Rememner that the acquisition of Cuba and the Philippines never
nh{:ﬂ your wages, shortened your hours, or otherwise bettered your
conditlons.

“ Remember the penslons the men dldn't

“ Remember those who were malmed, matilated, and disfizured for 1ife.

* Remember the boys who oever came back.

“‘Think of the widows, think of the orphans, think of yourself,

“ Let those whe own the country do the fighting!

* Put the wealthiest In the froni ranks; the middle class next; follow
these with judges, lawyers, preachers, and peliticluns. Let the workers
remain at bome and enjoy what they prodoce. Follow a declaration of
war with an immediate call for a generanl strike. Make the slogan
fatton Rockeoller, Morean, Carnegle, the Hothschilds, Gusgenbein: ang

en r, Morgan, e, uggenhelm, and
the other Industrial plrates

“American capital want war in order to

selze rich lands ‘:wrm
. rallway. mining. and other covncesslons: unload their surplus st of

shoddy goods upon tbe Government ; secure investment for thelr mone
e it B O ST o o
workers are threaten oo row em,

“ Workers of the world, unite!

“Don't become hired murderers.

“ Don't join the Army or Navy."

Quoted from the Industrial Worker, April 14, 1917, editorlal :

*“To members of the I, W, W.: We would suggest that they Titerall
follow the demands of the capitallst press and stand behind the Presi-
dent, It t= only by getting in front of politicians and capitalists that
workers eourt destruction. The L. W W, will not permit the movement
from the industrial m'znnlml.gl. which alone

swit can
antimilitaristic, because it is antl-

be 'zem i o d constructively
e e an o C
caplml!sﬂc.", s

Quoted from the Industrial Worker, May 1, 1017, editorial :

*“We are confined to no country. no flng. Our songs herald your over-
throw. This I< our day. We are the forgers of revelution, the destroy-
ers of the old and the outgrown. We are the nemesls of idlers,
doom of masters, the emancipation of slaves. We are revolt. We are
progress, wo are revolution.”

(BY Liderty loan.

Quoted from the Tndustrinl Worker, Jupe 2, 1517, editorial :

“ ¥ the United States Government must issne honds, they should at
least be issued under such conditions as would leave the workers the
liberty to buy them only when they desire to do so, instead of making
them a weapon o: involuntary 'ndustrial servitude,”

(c) The Red Cross.

Quoted from the Ipdustrial Worker, May 1, 1017, editorlal:

*“The Red Cross pl has as its DIII'WM to douhle-erosa the agricnl-
tural workers’ organization of the I. W, W, ® = * Wa have nothing
against the Red Cross, except that as It is the evident pml-fme of our
present civilization te injure and destroy as many workers' lives as pos-
eible, its functlon is ut least doubtful.”

¥. CRITICISM OP TIIR UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT.

Quoted from the Industrial Worker, November 10, 1917, editorlal :

* 1t Is the contenttom of the 1. W, W, that the political form of gov-
ernment (s onlr a mask. * * @® ‘There are apparently Benators and
Representatives from the vartons States of the U'nion. and, lodeed, they
are elected those arbitrary divisloens, But n ebserving the
activities of the varlous so-called Representatives we find that one repre-
sents the allled rallway interests, another the ofl tnterests, another the
mining industry, «till another the lumber lnterests, and all of them rep-
resent the money intorests. ®* ® *  YWe do not desire the government
of men in the way that requires a body to govern and a body to be gov-
o;n:gi a ruler o subject class. What we want is an administration
o ngs.” -

—_—

Quoted from Solldarity, Chieaze, TIL. March 17, 1917, gnﬂ' 2:
*“And besldes the private armies of the rich and the sea rding blne
coat or yellow leg of the muni 1. State. or Federal forces, and the
paid cher of contentment at all costs. the leglslator ls loosened upon
ns. big thieves with bloody hands have raised their rauscons
volres serpaming to heaven and 1 for the uphokilng of *‘law and
order.” And it so happens that we have laws against picketing. laws
agalnst unfonlsm, laws agalnst strikes, and. now, laws against sa ge.
In their blindne=a and stupidity the wasters of bread are trying to
legislate the wea out of our bands. Unlike the workers. they are
impotent to use Industrial power to gain thelr ends, and so they are
trying to stem the great, onroshing human tide of working-class organi-
zation with a handful of dusty law books! As lomg ns the master clas= ia
rasitical, any ‘laws’' they make are invalid., The parasite has no
usiness on the bark of the worker., The working class 1z a lnev unto
itsell. “Tt is the historlic misslon of the working class to do away with
capitallsm.” Let them legislate agalnst history If they ean!

“The workers have heen stripped of everything but their lahor
power. They bave pothing more to lose and everything fo galn. They
are awnkening to a reallzation of what can be done with the mighty

ower that modern fodustry hos plaeed In their hands. They are learn-
ng the value of organization and direct actlon. They are discardin
antiguated weapons and are ng forth Inte the wildernesa of capital-
mﬁﬂ congquer 1t and make It blossom forth with the new civillzation.
The bhattle waxes flercer each dny but the goal Is In right. The old
order is crumhling and the in rial vnions of the awakened workers
are already organizing the slaves * to earry on production when capiral-
{sm shall have hesn overthrewn.® What matters. then. the virnlent
vaporinga of a few lnbor-hating lawmakers who have * filled their bellies
w'l?t‘: the east wind '?

“And until the siaves of this conntry wrest the reins of power from
the boss class and ﬁmt a stop to the present hloody carnival of greed—
until they organize in one big union te gain Industrial freedom for them-
w!wa——!lhwﬂ;rl will be o lie, America will be n slave pen, and her people
will be

guoted from Solldamty, Chicago, TL, March 81, 1917, page 2:

“m respomse to the declaration of amnesty for all offenses against
the old antocracy. exiles are beginning fo return from Siberla and
abroad. To all smunm Rus=in is breaking the chalns of autocracy
mat at the time t chalns are being foreed upon the * sovereign Amer-
ern eitizen ': ‘the land of the free' is taking the place of * darkest
Ruseia ' as the world's chlef champion of oppression. And with union
men In Ameriea being persecuted, jailed, hung. shot, and deported the
term ‘Americanized * bids falr to replace ‘Russlan® as a term desig-
nating arbitrary amd despotic ression. And In place of Rnu=sian
refugees seeking shelter In the United States from tyranny at home will
it be persecuied Americans who will be driven to for o haven
of refuge from the iron heel of American plutocracy?

Quoted from Solidarity, March 17, 1917. Bditorial:
* { THBE LAND OF THE FREE."

“A story is told of a young East Indian, who, first seeing the
big *lady with the torch " In New York Harbor, ar a fellow passenger
"Fo whom was that statoe builr?® ‘That,” was the reply, ‘i# the Statue
of Liberty." ‘Ah. came the startling comment, *we, in Indla, erect
gtatnes to our dead ju=t as you de in America.” .

“ Those of the middle and opper classes who are living In
smug comfert and uneventful security, and whose predatory propensi-
ties are protected by the "law’ and sanctloped by custom and the Ipl'l.'-
vailing code of robber ethirs—labar drivers and labor exploiters—cloan
of consrience and respectable of appearance | all such, are lowl in pro-
eclatming that we are Uvirg in the ‘land of the free” And from thelr
point of view they are right; e is freedom In America—for them,

“e - L] - L] L »

“Amon the unawakened, chloroformed slaves—the *sciesorbilla®
who are determined to be contented at all costs—the old * My conntry
*Ha of thee " Idea atll) prevalls ; but the workeras who have been awakeney
by barsh experievee have found out that thelr only * freedom* is thelr
freedom to work—or starve.

® .

"y L] - L] L
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“ Comparative freedom at one time did exist in this country. The
Pilgrims of New England and the early settlers of the South found it
here. And they prized it highly and k:ft it for themselves, The young
capitalist class that thrived =o vigorously during the stormy days of the
birth of the Republie wanted freedom, freedom from the domination
and dictatlon of British capitalists. Aml they got their freedom and
kept it for themselves. The wonds of men like Paine and Jefferson
show that freedom—anid freedom in a broad sense—was the alm and
object of their lives. But how could they have had at that time the
prophetic eyes to see what tremendons changes industrial development
would make in the course of evenits? How could they have seen in
their day, that a time would come when the political governments of the
world would be mere puppets in the hands of & zrasping and brutal
plutocracy ?

“wa L - . - L] L

“And this is the way in which the unbroken thread of *freedom’ is
woven into the history of these States: In the early days, when we were
a small people living in a great land, there was * freedom ' cnongh to go
around. The land was rich, the stakes were high, and the game was
open for all. One man bad as much chance as another to get a cluteh
on the vast resources of the country amd squeeze from them the golden
prize. At one time it was an impossibility to get a man to work for
wizes in the Eastern States. Why should one man work for another
when he could go West and find independence awml * freedom '?  Always
a little farther west—free land, growing towns, and the virgin sod
walting to be turned over, settlements sgrmdtng like prairie fires, offer-
ing rich rewards for the thrifty and industrious. The freedom of the
frontier, of the cattle trails, and the range. The freedom that produced
the wild, rugged bearded types of Americans that are now extinet,
replaced by the sallow faced, sullen, many-tonguned race of slaves who
depend upon a *job' for their bread and who love thelr unions far
more than they do their master's government amd who band together
against the boss and his henchmen, just as the frontiersmen banded to-
gether against the Indlans”

WOMAN BSUFFRAGE.

My, JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, during the month
of September last the National Woman Suffrage Association
concluded to ascertain the sentiment of the country as far as
it might be expressed by representative people of the country
concerning the woman-suffrage amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,
whieh will be stated,

The SecrErTary, The conference report on the bill (H. R.
3132) to amend section 2171 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States relating to naturalization,

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the Senator from New Mexico yield
to me for a moment?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield.

Mr, HARDWICK. I, of course, do not want to interfere with
the Senator’s speech under any circumstances.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will state to the Senator that
I do not expect to make a speech, and I shall occupy only a
few moments,

Mr. HARDWICK. Would the Senator be willing to let us
dispose of the conference report first?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I think the matter which I have
to present will be disposed of in 5 or 10 minutes.

AMr. HARDWICE. Very well; I beg the Senator’s pardon.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I'rom various representative
people of the country, such as governors, judges, members of
legislatures, mayors, a vast number of petitions were obtained,
and these petitions have been placed in my possession by the
association referred to. They occupy several volumes, and out
of order I desire to present them to the Senate at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the peti-
tions will be received. The Chair hears no objection,

Alr. JONES of New Mexico. I will state further that this
morning I received a telegram from Hot Springs, Ark., from
ihe president of the General Federation of Woman Suffrage
Clubs in which the following request of the Senate is made. The
telegram is addressed to the Senate in my care:

Hor Sprixcs, Ark., May 3, 1918,
‘The UNITED STATES SEXATE,
Care Senator A, A. JONES,
Chairman Woman’s Suffrage Commitiee,
Washington, D, O.r

The fourteenth biennial convention of General Federation of Women's
Clubs, assembled at Hot Springs, Ark., represeniing two and a half
million women of the United States, earnestly request your honorable
body to take immediate action favorable on the pending resolution to
submit a Federal suffrage amendment to the several Btate legislatures
that democracy in the United States may be completed.

Ioxe V. P. CowLESs,
President General Federation of Womcen's Cluba.

AMr. GALLINGER. Mr. President:

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator.

Alr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, for the past two weeks I
hiave been literally bombarded with letters and telegrams urging
action on the constitutional amendment. I have been compelled
to answer that I did not know when it wounld come up. If it is
proper for me to do so, I would like to ask the Senator from
New Mexieo, who is in charge of the joint resolution, what his
purpose ig, if any, looking to a vote on the proposed constitutional
amendment,

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. Anticipating that some such re-
quest might be made of me when the petitions were presented,
I will state that this morning there was a meeting of the Com-
mittee on Woman Suffrage, called for the express purpose of
considering a time to bring the joint resolution to a vote.

I desire at this time, in order to straighten out the parlia-
mentary situation of the joint resolution, to ask that House
joint resolution No. 200, which is at present before the Senate,
as I understand it, and bas not been referred to the committee,
and which is identical with the joint resolution heretofore re-
ported to this body by the committee, be placed upon the ealen-
dar for action without reference to the committee,

: tl\i[r. GALLINGER. Taking the place of the Senate joint reso-
ution.

Alr, JONES of New Mexico. Taking the place of the joint
resolution which has been reported by the eommittee and which
is now on the calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
request?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. T do.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the request
of the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. KING. May I ask the Senator, hefore final action on the
request, what is the infention as to calling up the joint resolu-
tion for consideration by the Senate?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will state that as soon as the
consent asked for is granted, if it be granted, I shall make a
request in regard to fixing a time for a vote upon it. -

Mr. KING. If it would mean a vote this week, I shall object,
but if it means a vote not earlier than next week— -

Mr. HARDWICK. The unfinished business is before the Sen-
ate. The Senator can only get the floor for the purpose of mak-
ing a speech. He can not make a request to fix a time for a vote.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I agree that everything which is
done here must be done by unanimous consent. I do not under-
stand the Senator from Utah [Mr. K1xc] to object to the substi-
tution of the House joint resolution for the Senate joint resolu-
tion upon the calendar.

Mr. KING. I will not do so if the Senator will assure me he
does not intend to press it for consideration within the next few

Does the Senator submit that

days,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will state to the Senator that
the committee this morning decided to request the Senate for
an agreement to vote upon the joint resolution some time during
the latter part of this week, either Thursday, Friday, or Satur-
day.

My, KING. I shall not object to the motion of the Senator
for substitution, but if the Senator should ask for a vote this
week I would object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Out of order the Senator from
New Mexico asks unanimous consent that the House joint reso-
lution be substituted for the Senate joint resolution and states
that they are identical. Is there objection. The Chair hears
none, and it is so ordered. :

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I am directed by
the committee to make this further request. I am sorry to have
the objection of the Senator from Utah in advanee, but in car-
rying out the mandate of the committee I will make the request
that on the calendar day of Thursday we proceed to vote upon
the joint resolution. I will state in advance that it is not the
purpose of myself to discuss the question. I do not helieve
that any vote in this body will be changed by the discussion
of the question. It is one which has been a very live subject
for many years, and it seems to me that in view of the other
business pressing before the Senate we might now simply fix a
time for a vote; but, of course, if any Senator desires to dis-
cuss the joint resolution before that time doubtless the Senator
would be glad to hear him. However, acting for the committee,
I have not concluded to take up any of the time of the Senate in
its discussion.

I therefore ask unanimous consent that on Thursday, at the
hour of 4 o'clock in the afternoon, the Senate will proceed to
vote upon the joint resolution. ;

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

AMr. HARDWICK. Under the rules of the Senate can the
Senator from New Mexico submit a request like that without a
roll eall?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that be-
fore consent can be given it will be necessary to call the roll.

Mr. HARDWICK. Would not that have the effect of displac-
ing the unfinished business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr. HARDWICK, I understand the conference report Is
now before the Senate,
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Afr. SMOOT. 1Is it pessible {o make a réquest to vote upon a
¢ertain bill unless that bill is before the Senate? I understand
the conference reéport is before the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it is com-
petent to submit n request for unanimous consent to fix a time
to vote upon a bill, but that the objection of any Senator would
prevent it

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am going to make a suggestion to the
Senator from New Mexico, if he will permit me.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will be delighted.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is that he ask unanimous consent that
the joint resolution be made a special order for a certain day.
That request is in order. .

Mr. SMOOT. That is in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Then, we would have that day to discuss
it, and during that time the Senator could make a request for
unanimous consent to vote on it if it could not be disposed of
during that day.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. In view of the statement of the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixg], which I know was made for
some very good reason, I will change the request for the one
Just suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire.

Alr, GALLINGER. To be made a special order.

AMr. JONES of New Mexico. I make the request that the
Jjoint resolution be made the special order for next Thursday
at the hour of 2 o'clock.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., Objection is made,

Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator can move it, but he had bet-
ter make it Friday.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. I understand that a motion to
make it a special order will not be in order at this time, but I
give notice that during the morning hour to-morrow I shall
make such a motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is be-
fore the Senate.

Mr. SHAFROTH. If the Senator from Georgia will yield for
}he p.:lu'pose of letting me make that motion, it will be perfectly
n order, -

Mr, HARDWICK. I hope the Senator will not interfere with
the conference report. We have 123,000 soldiers who ought fo
be naturalized before we send them to Europe. They are aliens,
and they ought to be naturalized.

Mr, SHAFROTH. It will not take—

Mr. HARDWICK. I think it more important to get soldiers
to the battle line than it is to get women to the polls. I hope
ihe Senator will let me get through with the conference report ;
it “i-ﬂl not take long; and then this matter can be brought up
again, :

AMENDMERNT OF NATURALIZATION LAWS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
3132) to amend section 2171 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States relating to naturalization.

Mr. HARDWICK. Several of the countries of Europe—
Italy, France, I believe, but certainly Germany——

Mr. NORRIS. And Russia.

Mr, HARDWICK. And Russia—I thank the Senator from
Nebraska for the suggestion; Russia was the one I was trying
to think of—have always contended that they do not release
their citizens or subjects from the obligation of citizenship to
those countries because they became naturalized here. We
have been unable to secure satisfactory treaty arrangements
with any one of the countries I have mentioned, and possibly
with others on that subject.

AMr. GRONNA. Mr. President

AMr. HARDWICK. If the Senator will permit me to finish
this sentence, then I will yield to him. But Germany is the only
country, so far as I know or have been able to discover, that
has ever passed a law which expressly authorized the sub-
-Jects of Germany to immigrate to a foreign country to bhecome
naturalized in that country and still to retain their citizen-
ship in Germany merely by filing some sort of a notice with
any German consul to whom they can get.

Mr. KENYON. Was that law passed in 19137

Mr. HARDWICK. Noj; that law was passed, I think, exaetly
on the 1st day of January, 1914, It was evidently, as the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts has said, preparatory to this war; it
was a part of their propesition, although it was not dilferent
from the policy that that country and several other countries
had econsistently maintained on this subject for quite a while.

Now, I yield to the Senator from North Dakota.

I object.

L]

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia
made reference to certain countries having double citizenship.
Of course, it is very important to know exactly the countries
who have that sort of law, but I do not think France has such
a law, I will say to the Senator, though I may be mistaken.

AMr. HARDWICK. I did not say positively France had such
a Iaw. I said there were certain countries who had such a
statute. If I did say that IFrance had such a law I expressed
myself very unhappily.

Mr. GRONNA. The Senator, I thought, included France.

Mr. HARDWICK. I may be in error about that; indeed I
believe I am. Let us see. Those countries are Russia and
Italy, but T am not sure about France; I will not say cer-
tainly that France has such a law, but I did not say that any
of those countries recognized double citizenship. I said those
countries had always claimed, and they still claim, so far as I
know, that their citizens or subjects who came to this country
or who went to any other foreign country did not thereby get
rid of their obligations to them, and that we had not been able
to get satisfactory treaties on that subject with those countries.
The Senator from North Dakota may be right, and France may
not be among such countrfes. Russig is, I know; Italy is, I
know; and Germany also is. I-know that in Germany the
movement has gone fuarther than it has anywhere else. There
it has taken the form of law passed by their parliamentary
body, the Reichstag, which provides minutely and in detail
how German ecitizens who migrate to America or Canada or
Australin or anywhere else can naturalize under the laws of
those countries and still at the same time retain their German
citizenship. Of course nobody favors that. We ought not to
have in this country naturalized by law any citizen of the
United States who does not hold a single and undivided alle-
giance to this country, and who does not renounce with all his
heart and soul and with all sincerity all allegiance to any and
every foreign power, prince, and potentate.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgin
yield to the Senator from North Dakofa?

Mr, HARDWICK. I yield.

AMr. GRONNA. I think the Senator from Georgia states that
a little broadly. I do not think that they retain their full citi-
zenship; but in Germany I know they will not release them
from military duty. That is true as to the country of Hussia,
and it may be true with reference to Italy. I do not think,
however, that such citizens have double citizenship in those
countries, but they are subject to military duty.

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator please, I shall be glad to
have him look that up. If I can get time to do so, and I presume
I can, T shall put the German law into the Recorp. The German
law expressly provides that German subjects shall retain their
full citizenship, provided they go to a German consul and file
notice that they intend to do so. That is, of course, encouraging
double dealing. /

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Georgia
will put that law into the Recorp. I think it would be very in-
teresting.

Mr, HARDWICK. The act was passed January 1, 1914. I
have forgotten the name of the act, but it was named after one
of the German Reichstag members.

Mr. THOMAS. Dellbruch.

Mpr. HARDWICK. Yes; the Dellbruch law,. I thank the Sen-
ator from Colorado. That is the name. It was evidently a
part of the parlinmertary preparation of Germany for this war.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Lobcge] offered an
amendment, which we accepted, providing hereafter, except as
is provided in section 11 for those people who had already come,
we would not permit people who resided in any country which
country had a law providing for double citizenship and for them
retaining citizenship at home at the same time that they ob-
tained citizenship here, that we would not have them natural-
ized at all. It was a pretty serious proposition, but the Sen-
ate accepted the amendment; I accepted it, so far as I was con-
cerned, as I said to the Senator from Massachusetis, with some
doubt. I was inclined to think it went too far, and I will tell
you why. Suppose a man is leaving a foreign country, re-
nouncing his. allegiance to it in all sincerity—opposed to its
laws and to Its Institutions—and coming here, intending to
live here permanently and to give this country his undivided
allegiance for the balance of his life; he ean not help what sort
of a law they have passed back there, The fact that they will
pass such laws as that might be one of the very reasons which
induce him to come here and make him a good American citizen
when he gets here. It looks very harsh to penalize n man of
that class, from whatever counfry he may come, becausc the
Government that he is renouncing has done something which he
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can not help. That was the reason why I said at the beginning
that I doubted the wisdom of the policy ammounced by the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts,

But the conferees—and especially our brethren on the part
of the other Touse who are aeting with ns In this matter—in-
sisted on this: They said. substantially. there is ne country
on earth that has a law like this, except Germany. and under
the law and under present conditions German fmmigrants can
not eome here, anyway, during the war. When we enact a law
on this subject, so far as it relates to Germany, we may find
ourselves, if pence ever comes between the countries, bound by
the stipulation of some treaty agreement. We do not know
what may be provided In the treaty that the Governments of
the two countries may make on this subject, if they ever are
again at‘pence. So, since none of them can come here, anyway.
during the war. and Germany is the only country that has such
a lnw, and there can be no occaslon for any German coming
here during the war as an immigrant, we had better not cross
that bridge until we get to it; we had hetter wait until the war
is over and then deal with this guestion. especially since the
Burean of Naturalization did not think well of the amendment.
They say that they have already under existing Federal law
authority to cancel naturalization proceedings where it can bhe
shown that any such double dealing as that has taken place.
For that reason the House conferves urged that this amend-
ment:

Mr. McCUMBER. DMr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question?

The PRESIDING OFFICERL. Does the Senator from Georgla
yield to the Senstor from North Dakota ?

Mr. HARDWICK. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. McCUMBER. T desire to ask the Senator whether in
Lils considerntion of this subject he has found any great number
of enses where such deuble citizenship has been indulged in as
a practice?

Mr. HARDWIC'K. I can only say to the Senator that the
Assistant Commissioner of Naturalization told the conference
committee that there were several such cases. I did not ask
Lim how many. 1 do pot myself know. T do not know to what
extent it has been practiced. Of course, the diffienlty about it
is in getting the evidence. That was why the Senator from
Massachusetts insisted that we ought to just exclude them all
arbitrarily by law. They may g0 to a consul’s office, but we can
never find it out. I think, however, I mav say to the Senator
from North Tmkota, on the assurance of rthe Naturalization
Burean, that there have been cases where that has been done.

Mr. McCUMBER. Such cases are extremely few compared
to the vast number who have come here from Germany?

Mr, HARDWICK. T do not know. I imagine. however, com-
pared to the total number of emigrants from Germany. such
cases must be extremely few, and I reckon that the Senator has
nnt stated it too strongly. T do not suppose there could be a
great number, but Germany can send no more emigrnnts here dur-
ing the war. and there is no immediate necessity for disposing of
this question. The bureau did not think it was best to dispose
of it now., and, of course, the Senator from Massachusetts
presented rather an extreme proposition.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. HARDWICK. 1 yield to the Senntor from Nehraska.

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator from Georgia has fully denlt
with that particular branch of the subfect, T want to ask him
ahout the other nations which do not recognize the naturaliza-
tion of their people— Russin, for instance. Of course, it is he-
vond our power to reach the guestion. but Russia and the other
eountries the Senator has mentioned. particularly Russia——

Mr. HARDWICK. And Italy; we have had a great desl of
diplomatie eorrespondence with Italy about It.

Mr. NORRIS. Ruossin and other countries—and T have come
in contact with the question a goed many times myself—refuse
to——

Mr. HARDWICK. To recognize expatriation.

Mr. NORRIS. To recognize the matnralization by our laws
of anyone who har emigrated from those countries. T know
that the State Department for a great many years has heen
careful to avoid issuing passports te former citizena of those
countries, beranse they feared difficulty might arise if one of
those naturalized citizens should go back, sand, for instance, be
drafted into the army or something of that kiml. In such event
very serions international complications might arise. T wonder
if in the investigation the Senator has made he disenvered any
adjudieation that has ever been made on the subject? Has
there been any decision of that question by the departments of
our Covermment and by those other governments? Has the
question ever heen decided by any tribunal that would make it
final and binding upon the nations?

Mr. HARDWICK. It is, of course. as the S8enator realizes, a
question of international law, There are numerous instances
In which this Government lins asserted to the fullest extent and
in the most vigorous macner Its own claiins with respect to this
matter—that naturalized eltizens were expatrinted from what-
ever country they lind come—and that the United States would
protect those naturalized citizens in their rights as fully as
they would protect American-born citizens; that has been done;
but I can say also to the Senator that has been a subject of
very extensive diplomatic controversy. We have beén for years
trying to get the Governments of Italy and of Russia, and I
think of Germany—we did for a while, I know, negotiate with
Germany—to enter into some agreement, which should be mu-
tual and reeciprocal, upon the question of expatriation from one
country to nnother, and vice versa. So far we have not sue-
eopded with those three countries, at least, and those are the
principal countrics we have trouble with on this guestion: but
it is 1 most important question for the Government in the fo-
tare to succeed in getting treaties that will fully cover this
question and will fully safezuard and protect the rights of these
people and fully establish the national rights of this eountry
with regard to this matter.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, T should like to ask the Sen-
ator another gnestion.” As he says, it is a question of Inter-
national iaw. Has he investigated to ascertnin what the author-
ities on international law hold on the subject? Suppose the
question arose between our Government and Russia, for in-
stance——

Mr. HARDWICK. It has arizen.

Mr. NORRIS. Where a naturalized Russian had gone back
to Itussin and they had refused to admit that he had become an
American citizen, and that question had to be passed on as a
legal proposition, without regard to any treaty between the two
Nations—of course, if there were a treaty that would be the
law that would govern—what would govern the determination
of that quesrion?

Mr. HARDWICK. 1T think there have been instances where
military service has been exacted of naturalized American cit-
izens. Alrhough 1 have not made any recent Investigation of
the matter, T am pretty sure that has been done.

Mr. NORKIS. I think there dre a good many cases where
military service has been exacted, but that has been decided by
one government.

Mr. HARDWICK. Exactly; that is the difficulty about it:
there is no court to deecide it but the Russian court; there is no
international court; our courts would hold one way and the
Russian courts the other way.

Mr. NORRIS. What do the writers of international Ilaw
hold? .

Mr. HARDWICK. Well. T think the soundest view and the
most general view—although you find some anthorities in those
countries dissenting with regnrd to that—is that when a eitizen
emigrates from one country and becomes naturalized in another
he expatriates himself from the country from which he emi-
grates. That is undoubtedly the sound view, and that must he
the policy of this Government. [ regard it as a matter of the
utmost importance that as soon ns may be this Government
shall negotiate treaties of that character with every important
country on the face of the earth; aml T am almost prepared to
say that, even if it may work hardships In some Individual
cases, if we can not finally secure treaties covering the matter,
I am willing to exclude emigrants from countries of that kind
and charuaeter, because it makes too much trouble, It is a hinrsh
thing to do—I gave you the argument on the other side of it a
mement ago—it is a very harsh remedy, and T do not think that
we ought to do it now, when there is nothing to be served by it.
Therefore the conferees on the part of the Senate receded from
the Sennte amendment on this question.

Mr. President, T think that covers the substance of the eon-
ference report. The bill is not really substantially different
from the form in which it left the Senate, excent that the Lodge
amendment 1s no longer in the bill, I hope that the conference
report may be adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question Is on agrecing to
the conference report.

The report was agreed to.

WOMAN SUFFEAGE,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 1 move that the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 200) proposing an amendment te the Constiturion
of the United States extending the right of suffrage to women,
whieh is now on the enlendar, be made the special order of
business for 1 o'clock on Thursday next.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, would the Senator just as soon
make that Friday? I offer that suggestion because Senators
may be absent who would like to be present, and it would be
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difficult for them to get here before Friday. I am in favor of
the Senator’'s motion, and shall vote with him, but Friday would
give every Senator who may now be away an opportunity to be

present. :

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am willing to change the date
to Friday. :

Mr. DILLINGHAM. MMr. President, I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Seeretary will call the
roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names;

Beckham Iollis Nugent Sutheriand
Calder Johnson, Cal, Page Thomas
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex. Phelan Thompson
Culherson Jones, Wash, Poindexter Tillman
L iln Kenyon Pomerene Trammell
Ningham King Ransdell Underwood
Fall Kirby Reed Vardaman
Fletcher Knox Raobinson Walsh
France Lewlis Saunlsbur, Warren
Gallinger McCumber Sheppar Watson
Gerry McKellar Simmons Williams
tGironna McLean Smith, B, C.
Hardwick MeNary Smoot
Henderson Norris Sterling

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present, The question is
on the motion of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Joxes|
that House joint resolution No. 200 be made the special order
for Friday next at 1 o'clock. As many as favor agreeing to
the motion of the Senator from New AMexico will vote “aye,”
those opposed “no."” . The ayes—— 7 ~

Mr. SMOOT. I ask for a diviston. I think there ought to
be a division, anyhow. -

Alr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr, SMOOT. I think there ought to be a division, as it
requires a two-thirds vote tc adopt the motion.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolinn. Let us have a roll call, Mr,
President. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are de-
manded. Is there a second?

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Sarre].
I do not see him in his seat, and therefore I withhold my vote.

Mr. FALL (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Kenprick].
I think he is In the city now, but I do not see him present, and
I therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. SIMMONS (when Mr. OvERMAN’S name was ealled). My
colleagne [Mr. OverumaN] is unavoidably absent from the
Senate. If he were present, he would vote “nay.”

Mr. ASHURST (when the name of Mr. SautrH of Arizona
was called). Mr. colleague [Mr. Saara of Arizona] is absent
from the Senate by reason of a death in his family, If he were
present, he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuar-
ner], who is absent from the Chamber. Therefore I withhold
my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote * yea.”

Mp. TILLMAN (when his name was ecalled). I have a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr., Gorr].
If T were permitted to vote, I should vote “ nay.”

Mr. JONES of Washington (when Mr, TowNSEND'S name was
called). The Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowxsExD] is neces=
sarlly absent on account of illness in his family. I understand
that if he were present, he would vote “yea.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when his name was called). I transfer
my general pair with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Hnnm’t::c} to the Senator from Arizona [Mr, SaaTa] and vote
“nay.

Mr. WALSH (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN].
I am advised that, if present, he would vote as I intend to vote,
and aceordingly I vote * yea.” =

Alr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN].
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La
ForrertE] and will vote., I vote “ yea.”

AMr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Worcorr].
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Towwsexn] and vote “ yea.” .

Mr. WEEKS (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. James]. On

this question he would vote as T propose to vote. Therefore I
feel at liberty to vote, and vote “ nay.”

Alr. WILLIAMS (when his name was ealled). I have a stand-
ing pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEx-
rose]. Being unable to secure a transfer of that pair, I am
unable to vote; but I desire to be counted as present for a
quornm.

The roll eall was coneluded.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have announced my pair with the
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Sarra]. I have since been
informed that if the Senator from Maryland were present he
would vote against this motion. As I would vote the same way,
I feel at liberty to vote, and vote “ nay.”

Mr. TILLMAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr, Gorr] to the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Sarra] and vote “ nay.” :

Mr. LENROOT. I have a pair with the junior Senator from
Lonisiana [Mr. Guron]. I transfer that pair to the senior Sen-
ator from Michigan [Mr. Sacra] and vote * yea.”

“Mr. SIMMONS (after having voted in the negative). I wish
to inquire whether the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
Kervoca] has voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not.

Mr. SIMMONS. I have a pair with that Senctor which I
transfer to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, Gore] and will let
my vote stand.

Mr. REED. Under the announcement just made by the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. LeNroor] as to the transfer of his pair
to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Sarrra], with whom I have a
general pair, I am at liberty to vote and vote “ nay.”

Mr. GRONNA. 1 desire to announce that the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr, LA Forrerie] is absent because of illness in his
family. My information is that if present he would vote “ yea.”

Mr, WILLIAMS. T find that I can transfer my pair with the
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PExrose] to the Senator from
Kenmfky [Mr. Janmes]. I therefore make the transfer and vote
“nay.

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to announce the absence of the Senator
from Montana [Mr. Myers] because of official necessity, and to
say that, were he present, I am advised that he would vote * yea.”

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce that the
Senator from Maine [Mr. FErNALD] is paired with the Senator
from Sonth Dakota [Mr. JoExsoN].

Mr, SUTHERLAND. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr.
Gorr] is unavoidably absent on account of illness. If he were
present he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the negative). I have a
general pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Sarra], but as
he would vote as I have voted, I will let my vote stand.

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 21, as follows:

YEAS—40.
Ashurst Gronna McKellar Shafroth
Beckham Henderson New Sheppard
Calder Hollis Norris Sherman
Chamberlain Johnson, Cal. Nugent Smoot
Colt Jones, N. Mex, Page Sturllnzg
Culberson Jones, Wash. Phelan Sutherland
Curtls Kenyon Pittman Thompson
France Kirby Poindexter Walsh
Gallinger Lenroot Ransdell arren
Gerry Lewls Robinson Watson
NAYS—21.
Bankbead McLean Simmong Vardaman
Dillingham Martin Smith, 8. C. ecks
Fletcher Pomercne Swanson Williams
Hardwick Reed Tillman
Knox Saulshury Trammell
Lodge ~ Shields Underwood
NOT VOTING—34.
Baird Gulon La Follette Smith, Ga,
Borah Hale MeCumber Smith, M.
Brandegee Harding MeNary Smith, Mich.
Cummins Hiteheock Myers Thomas
Fall ames Nelson Townsend
Fernald Johnson, 8§ Dak. Overman Wadsworth
Frelinghuysen KellogF Owen Wolcott
Goft Kendrick Penrose
Gore King Bmith, Ariz.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not having ihe necessary two-
thirds, the motion of the Senator from New Mexico is lost.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I desire to an-
nounce that on Friday, AMay 10, 1018, at the conclusion of the
routine morning business, I shall move to take up for consid-
eration House joint resolution 200, known as the woman-suf-

frage amendment. I make this announcement so that Senators

may be advised and may be present.

POSTAGE RATES ON AIRPLANE ATATL.

Alr. SHEPPARD, I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of Senate bill 4208, authorizing postage rates on
airplane mail.
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole. proceeded to eonsider the bill (8. 4208) authoriz-
ing postuge rates on airplane mail.

Mr. SHEVPPARD, Mr. President, on May 15 aerial mail
gervice will be innugnrated between New York, Philatdelphia, and
Wasliington. No authority has 'been given to the Postmaster
General to fix the rate for this service. It is necessary to the
proper inauguration of the service that the rate be fixed and the
object of the bill is to elothe the Tostmaster General with the
requtisite authority. T ask that the bill be reard. Tt is short.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the Postmaster General, in his discretion.
may require the p.':.yment of postage on mall carrled by airplane at not
exceeding 24 cents per ounce or fraction thereof.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment.

BMr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, T will ask 'the Senator
from Texas if it is practically understood that the rate of
postage will he 24 cents?

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is to be the maﬁmum rate, Mr.
President, nlthough T am not advised as to what is the exact
intention of the Postmaster General,

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if we are {o establish a
postal route en which it will eost' 24 cents an ounce to transmit
a letter, T think we might as well abamdon the scheme at one
time as another, It may amuse somebaly for two or three
days. but my impression is that it never will hecome a reality.
However, perhaps it is well enough to try the experiment. Tt
will e ahout a twe-days' wonder, not a seven-days’ wonder ;
there is no question abont that.

Mr. SHEPIPARD. Mr. President. while T was a Member
of the Flouse of Iepresentatives, on June 14, 1910, T introduced
in the House a bili to Investignte the advisability of establish-
ing an nerinl mail route, swhich T :think was the first bill ever
introdueed in Congress on the sohject, 1 desire ito have that
hill Ineorporated in the Rrcorn in this eonnection, as well as
the humorons and somewhat skeptical comments of the New
York Telegraph on ‘the bill at that time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Isthere any objection? The-Chalr
hears none.

The matter referred to is as follows:

[1. R. 26833. B1st Cong.,, 2 sess. In the House of Representatives,

June 14. 1910. Mr. SEEPPARD introduced the following  bill, which

was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads and
ordered to pe printed :]

A bill for an Investigation to determine the practicabllity and cost of
an neroplane or alrship mall reute.

Ite it enocted, eto., That the Postmaster swseneral is bereby authorized
and directed to Investigate thetg:act!mbllitx' and cost.of an aeroplane
or airgship malil route between eity of Washington and some other
sultable point or potnts for the experlment and rt the results of
snid investization to Congress at t opening of the short session in
December next, in order that it may be delinitely determined whether
aerial navigation may be utilized for the safe and more rapid t
sion of the malls.

{From the New York Telegraph, Jimne 19, 1010.]

AEROPLANE MalL COLLECTORS AXD CHUTES TO SHOOT UPWARD—REPRE-
SEXTATIVE SHEPPARD URGES POSTMASTER GENERAL TO INVESTIGATE
FPEASIBILITY OF SCHEME TO QUICKEN LOCAL TRANSPORTATION OF LET-
TERS,

And when the mail rhutrn&m; and not down. where will we go to.
ol

st our letters? Wil

em to the slot?

In these times 1 Is well to give the subject n little fnrcthnug'ht. Fore-
thought is the only word that can be correctly used in fucing lum-

{iMlities, If there is to be an ceroplane m;.ll service, as the
E:ss sentative thinks, now is the time to p e for it.

modi-rn apartment will be thus eqgui wﬂh its aerial mail box,
and the postman will fiit in the air once every hour

Representative SHEPPARD'S resolution umhnrtm and directs the
Postmaster General to Investigate the practleability and cost -of an
aeroplane or ailrsiip maill route between the clty of WashlnFum ani
som olher ‘mint or points suitable for e riment, * The aim ls to find
out If aeria natigxtlon may be utilized for safe and more rapld trans-
mission of mall

But it i= dnnbtful if aerial legislation will be reacbed at this session
in Washington. By this is meant that we are given fime to prepare.

It a propeller "reaks in a Jersey swamp or a rudder gets anchored
in a Rocky Mountain peak, don't fuss because your mail Is delayed.
Hasn't a blizzard or a washout beld 'etters np belore?

By a series of signals you may let the ~ostman navigator know the
sort ‘of letters you ave expecting. This awill .ald him in bis work and
assist in aceurate delivery.

Tove letters will be carried 'in a ro.ae-])ink .aeroplane, steered by
«Cupld’s winss and operated by perfumed gasoline. If yon arve awaiting
a_ lave etter, -t:md with .one foot on the edge of your roof and place
thn rizht band ever your heart. This ship's nnme is NDearie,

owre money. lock yourself in your {iai and refose to belleve in
tl;ns Ill!ln aml mlntim from collecting agencies will ‘be a specia
cargo of a dull-gray ship charged .to carry 000,000 pounds of frst-
class dunnine matter.

This acroplane will descend with a roar and will .emlt fumes of gaso-
line nt the chute, When It soars away it will sen an echo that can be
heard for 33 mlles. Name this shi hat's the ['we,

Letters from mine promoters and [rom the Optimist Reelety will ecarry
Ehl:mstb hand In the bow, will be paloted yellow, and .will be named

ccr Up.

vators or tip the janitors to carry

Postmen will wear wired coat talls and on - thelr feet will Im lgll.

A postman’s feer will hereafter:be a stmily for ornamentation. Teeco-
rative designs-wil' be used in profusion, as, paturaliy, feet will be guite
unnecessary things in postal delivery.

This 18 the day for one-legred and no-legzed men. Civil- scryice exam-
inations wil! consist of questions hitherto nnknown.

* What is your reach?" will be the question by which the examining
board will test 1 man's endorance.,

There will be another ship which must be reckoned with—rconveying
letters from reformers, those who are mad for socinl uplift. It wiil be
called Jot A#v, and will be operated by many of our best known and
moxt highly respeeted muckrakers,

No man can apply for a job» on thiz unless he has caten a bad plece
of meat, choked on diluted m!lk, or 1nt!umtrly kunows of white slavery.

The Government will bave uwo jurisdiction over the management of
this ship, but wic b held respuosible for any joits received nod given,
for any accldents due to bad judgment or consed by a hasty preparation
for the fizht. The ship will be brl ht red, and the englne will run to
the strain aof * Marseillaise” It will be cailed Liberty, Jullus Hopp is
writing a poem for its dedieation.

That's about :all for the present,

Mr. GALLINGER. DIr. President, T will ask he Ssnator if
it is in contemplation for the Government to go into the business
of manufacturing or purchasing airplanes to carry out this
enterprise?

Mr. SHEPPARD. My understanding is that the Post Offiee
Department will use such planes as the War Department may
let them have,

Mr. GALLINGER, Alr. President, to my mind It 18 £hout as
absurd an enterprise as ever was theugzht of without more com-
plete investigution and the development of more accurate fuacts,
but, as T said a moment ago, it may serve to amuse someholy.
It will be about a two days’ wonder, and in my judgment that
will be the end of it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bil! was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Sennte proceed to the consid-
eration of Senate bill 3783, to amend an act entitled “An act
granting pensions to certain enlizted men, soldiers and officers,
who served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico,” approved
May 11, 1912,

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Colorado.

Mr. THOMAS. 'Is that motion debatable?

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks it is, after the
morning honr.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, Mr. President.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Presiident I have had occasion during the
investigntion of the so-called aviation program——

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. 0Dwoes the Senator from Colorado
yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr, THOMAS. 1 yleld.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to inquire of the Senator who
made the motion to nke up this'bill and of the Renator who now
has the floor IT they would object to dllowing me an opportunity
to try to pass the rent-profiteering joint resolution respecting the
District of Columl)ln? 1 fancy it will .take -only a very few
minuates.,

Mr. THOMAS. I am perfectly willing to yleld for that pur-

pose.

Mr. SAULSBULY. If the Senator who made the motion and
the Senator who has the floor will agree to do that, I think it will
delay the matter oniy a very few minutes.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President. If T ean be assnred that T will
be recognized to take up this bill after the completion of the con-
gideration of the joint resolution, 1 have no objection at all to
the Cenate taking up the joint resolution at this time,

“Mr. SAULSBURY. I should, of course, be very glad to reena-
nize the Senator under those circumstances if I were in the
chair; but T can not uniertuke to say——

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, at the

conclusion of the eonsideration of the joint resolution referred

to by the Senator from Delaware if the present oecupant of the
chair is here he will recognize the Senator from Utah, aud if
he leaves the chair he will instruet his successor to that -effect.

Mr. THOMAS. I shall not object to the making of the
mution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is what the Chair means—
thnt the Senator from Utah will be recognized 1o mnke the
motion.

Mr. SMOOT. I-will say to the Senntor from Colorado that f
he. will consent to the taking up of the bill, T will ask that it
be temporurily laid aside until the Senator from Delawure cap
proceed with his joint resolution.

Mr, THOMAS. I will not consent to that.
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Mr. SMOOT. I thought the Senator would net, but I wanted
to be perfectly fair to all Senators concerned; and in order to
ghow the Senator from Colorado that I have no desire what-
ever to make him talk for any great lereth of time, I am going
to say to the Senator that with the statement made by the
Chair I am perfectly willing that we shall proceed now with
the consideration of the rent measure, if it does not lead to too
long discussion.

Mr: SAULSBURY. I fancy that it will not.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, let me say that it is not neces-
gary for the Senatfor to try to make me talk. I think perhaps
he would serve the country better by doing something that would
make me keep still. [Laughter.]

Mr, SMOOT. I withdraw the motion, Mr, President.

RENTAL OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTREICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of Senate joint resolution 152, to prevent rent
profiteering in the District of Columbia.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which
was read, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That until the ndjournment sine die of the present
sesslon of the Congress no judicial order for the recovery of possession
of any real estate, now or hereafter held or acquired by oral or written
lease, or for the ejertment or dispossession of a tenant therefrom, shall

made, and all leases thereof shall continue so long as the tenant
continues to pay rent at the agreed rate and performs the other condi-
tions of the tenanecy, except on the ground’ that the tenant has falled
to take reasonable care of the premises, or has committed waste, or has
been gullty of conduct which Is a nulsance or amounts to a disturbance
of the {beace of adjoining or nelghboring oceupiers or a violation of law,
or that the premises are reasonably required by a landlord for occupa-
tion by himself or his family while in the emgloy of or officlally <on-
nected with the Government; and where such order has been made,
but not executed before the passage of this resolutlon, the court by
which the order was made may, If it is of the opinion that the order
would not have been made i this resolutlon had been In force at the
date of the making of the order, rescind or modify the order in such
manner as the court m“v deem proper for the purposc of giving cffect
to this resolutlon : Provided, That any provision in any oral or written
lease that the same shall be determined or forfeited if the premises shall
be sold Is hereby declared to be void while this resolution shall be in
force, and evex‘v purchaser shall take the conveyance of any premises
subject to the rights of all tenants In possession tiereor under tge provi-
glons of this resolution.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr, President, the joint resolution now
before the Senate was up for discussion when we adjourned on
Saturday, or shortly before that time. I do not care to add very
much to what I have said; but upon further considering the
joint resolution, and upon conferring with my colleagues on the
District of Columbia Committee who have been particularly in-
terested in this matter, I think that an amendment should be
made to the joint resolution, which I will now purpose.

I move that the joint resolution be amended by inserting after
the word * lease,” on line 6 of the first page, the words “ for one
month or any longer period.”” The effect of that amendment is
to make the joint resolution apply only to cases where the
tenure is for a month or longer, and not to apply to daily or
weekly #senures, which is manifestly an improvement.

1 move the adoption of that amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Delaware,

Mr. FRANCE. Mr, President, I ask that the amendment be

stated.

le'e VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend-
men

The Secrerary. On page 1, line 6, after the word *lease,”
it is proposed to insert the words * for one month or any longer
period,” go that if amended it will read:
now or hereafter held or acguired by oral or written lease for one
month or any longer period, or for the ejection or dispossession—

And so forth.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware,

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, I will ask the Senator from
Delaware what we are to understand by an oral lease?

Mr, SAULSBURY. Merely a lease where a tenant enters into
possession under a verbal agreement.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not a lease, then,

Mr, SAULSBURY. Not in writing.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is an agreement; it is not a lease.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Anything which provides for the posses-
sion of real estate by a tenant would be technically a lease, I
think,

Mr. GALLINGER. I should not think so; but I will not put
my lack of legal knowledge against the Senator's fullness of
legal knowledge.

AMr, SAULSBURY. I do not profess any such knowledge, but
I thiuk I am clear on that point.

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me that where there was a
so-called oral lease the tenant might claim that the owner said
he might occupy the property a certain length of time, and the
owner might say, “I did not make any such agreement,” and
there you are. I think, if the word “oral ” is to remain in the
joint resolution, that it ought to be “oral agreement,” and let
them fight it out as to whether they have an agreement or not.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator
that that would be the case anyway ; it would be purely a ques-
tion of evidence as between the landlord and the tenant. That
would be the case in any event. :

Mr, GALLINGER. I am going to venture to move that the
word *“ agreement ” be placed in the joint resolution after the
word “oral,” at the end of line 5, page 1, and also in line 11,
page 2, so that it will read * oral agreement or written lense.”

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no objection at all, if the Senator
desires that amendment to be made. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
will be agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when this joint resolu-
tion was before the Semate on Saturday I asked that it should
go over, because I wanted to look into it. I have not had much
time to do that; in fact, I have hardly had time to read it from
that time to the present, having much official business on my
hands., I then said that it was extraordinary legislation, mest
unusual legislation, which- the Senator from Delaware admitted
was the fact.

I am not satisfled as to the wisdom of passing a joint resolu-
tion of this kind. The House has passed some kind of a so-
called rent-profiteering bill. I have not had time to examine
that bill. It is now before the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, and I presume will scon be presented to this bady for
consideration. I am not informed, and I do not know that I
could by any possibility set in operation an inguiry that would
inform me, as to how extended this grievance is, as to how much
advantage is being taken of the occupants of buildings or apart-
ments by the owners in the matier of increased rentals.

I can see some objections to this joint resolution. A man
owns a little home here. It is leased, and he wants to sell it.
The lease is about to expire, or there is an oral agreement that
the party occupying it shall occupy it for a month; but he is
not permitted to sell it. I think the suggestion has been made
here that the bill that will be presented here contains prac-
tically the same provision as this; and thus the man who de-
sires to dispose of his property is denied that right by law, al-
though there may be very urgent reasons why he wants to dis-
pose of it. That is a thing that never was dreamed of before, 1
apprehend, in the history of this country. He is compelled to
allow the occupant to remain there, because the law says that he
can not eject him under any circumstances.

I know of one case—it is a very exceptional case—where a
gentleman owns a house in Washington, not a very high-priced
one, and he wants to change the tenant so as to accommodate
a man in his employ to whom he is planning to rent the house
at a lower rate than he is getting now, 810 a month less; but he
will not be allowed to do it under this provision. Of course, that
is only one case; I imagine that it is almost sul generis, but it
exists. . Poor men have come into my committee room—two of
them to-day—to tell me that they have worked hard to acquire
little homes, and they have rented their homes, and now they
want to occupy them themselves, but under a law of this kind
they can not do it.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp-
ghire yield to the Senator from Vermont?

Mr, GALLINGER. Certainly,

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I should like to say to the Senator from

New Hampshire that under the bill which has been reported to
the Senate to-day by the Committee on the District of Columbin
both of the cases which he mentions are folly provided for.
Any person who wants to occupy the property himself or to
have it occupied by his family or by his servants is fully pro-
vided for,
* Mr. GALLINGER, I am very glad to know that, Mr. Presi-
dent. For that reason I think we ought to take up that bill and
pass it, in place of passing this joint resolution, which does not
provide against the matters of which I have complained.

.Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President. if the S8enator will pardon
me for interrupting him, there is no inhibition against the owner
of the property selling his property. He can sell his property
just in the same way that he always conld sell his property, but
the tenants of properties in the District are given the rizht
to remain on at the rent which they now pay, provided their
tenure is for mere than a month, from month to month, and the
only hardship on a man who wants to sell his property is that

oF

-




6100

CONGRESSIONATL RECORD—SENATE.

Max 6,

he-can not deliver possession to the person to whom- he- sells it.
If the owner of any property is engaged in any governmental
work, he can obtain his property and move into it at any time.
The object is—I do not care to interrupt the Senator if he
objects, of course. :

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no; nof at all. I am delighted to have
the explanation of the Senator.

Mr. SAULSBURY.
The object of the joint resolution is to provide in every way pos-
sible to get places where the people who are engaged in the Gov-
ernment service may sleep and may live in this District.

i1f I may explain to the Senator, there are about 50,000 em-
ployees of the Government under the civil service who have been
brought to Washington during the last year. It is anticipated
that 35,000 more of them will be brought in between now and the
fall. They have all got to be attended to. There are not enough
houses here to house everybody, and where a man had actually
rented his property it did not seem to the committee to be any
hardship to keep him out of it while the Government employees
actually needed. it. That is the theory of that portion of the
joint resolution.

I will speak later as to the great amount of profiteering. I
do not want to interrupt the Senator too long.

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand that a man not in the Gov-
ernment employ could be dispossessed to give place to a man or
a woman who is in the Government employ.

The Senator says that 50,000 Government employees have been
brought in during the last year and that 35,000 more are to fol-
low. I do think that, instead of passing a bill of this kind, we
might well halt and make an inquiry as to the necessity for the
inundation of boys and girls and men and women into the Dis-
trict of Columbia. If anybody knows what on earth they are
doing, I confess it is beyond my ability to comprehend.
A Mr. President, I am not going to make any factious opposition

to this joint resolution. The committee, composed of men in
whom I have much confidence, seem to be unanimously in favor
of it. But I do want to voice a suggestion, at least—it might be
called, possibly, a warning—that in these days of lax economy,
in these days, if not of misappropriation of public funds. at least of
the reckless use of them, we might well pause and make inquiry
as to whether we are not having thousands and tens of thousands
of employees, so called—many of whom are doing nothing to
carn their salaries, as I happen to know—come into the District
of Columbia to dispossess the citizens of their property because
it is argued that there is no place for them to sleep.

Mr. President, I have here what I consider a very interesting
contribution to this question, in the form of a clipping from a
newspaper printed in Augusta, Wis.—the Augusta Eagle. This
happened to be sent to me a week ago, and I put it in my desk.
I have seen somewhat similar mention made in other papers of
the great straits the Government is in for more employees, and
the fact is being advertised all over the country that all a boy
or a girl has to do to get a job is to come to Washington. I
think all of those who come here are getting jobs.

I ask that this article from the Augusta (Wis.) Eagle may be
read. To me it is a very interesting article.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the
Secretary will read as requested:

The Secretary read as follows:

[From the Augusta (Wis.) Eagle, Apr. 26, 1918.]

TIOUSANDS NEEDED AT GOOD SALARIES—20,000 SPECIALISTS WANTED IN
ARMY AXD NAVY CIVILIAN BRANCIES.

Charging armies and thundering battleships are easy to visualize but
not so0 easy to accomplish., There can be no going * over the top,” no
paralyzing broadsides, unless to sustain the blow there is material in
abundance to back u? the human effort.

Right now the civilian branches of the Army and Navy are In urgent
need of thousands of highly trained workers, and before this year passes
these branches must be increased by at least 20,000, The Ordnance De-
partment of the Army needs at numbers of men who are trained as
mechanical engineers, mechanical and other kinds of draftsmen, chem-
ists, metallurgists, and the like. Literally thousands of Inspectors are
also wanted for the work of passing upon the quality of evergth!nF con-
celvable In the way of ordnance, ammunition, and other munitions.
Tor oflice work the Ordnance Department wants a great many statis-
ticlans, accountants, experts and assistants in business administration,
and clerks trained in speclal lines, such as clerks qualified in business
administration, Index and catalogue clerks, and clerks qualitied in
statistles or accounting, The Quartermaster Corps of the Army is in
need of several thousand examiners and inspectors of everything that
enters into the personal and camp equipment of the soldler. Passenger
and freight rate clerks are also wanted in this branch. The Slgnat
Corps of the Army Is short of aeronautical mechanical draftsmen. he
Navy has an unlimited number of places for draftsmen of varlous kinds
and for a long list of technienl workers, Practically all branches of the
gervice are in need of awnogmfrher& iyf[sts, bookkeepers, statistical
clerks, mu‘irl%'mph operators, and calculating-machine operators.

The United States Clvil Service Commission, whose utr it is to il
these civillan positions, urges as a patriotle duty that qualified persons
offer thelr services tor this work—work vital to pushing the war. Good
salaries gre offered, and the work is all in the United States. With the

I shall be very glad to explain the matter,

exception of a few of the clerical

itions, applicants will not be as-
sembled for written examinations, e

wt will be rated upon their educa-
tion, training, and experience, as shown in their applications, supple-
mented by corroborative evidence. Representatives uIP the Civil Service
Commission at the post cffices in all cities are prepared to furnish definite
information and application blanks.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is illuminating. I do not know who
is responsible for this. It Is apparently placed upon the Civil
Service Commission. I doubt very much whether the Civil
Service Commission is responsible for it.

Mr. KENYON. Is it an advertisement?

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not; it is a news item. apparently.
I do not know where it originated. The suggestion is there
made that they are not even to be required by the Civil Service
Commission to take written examinations; that they are to be
rated according to some plan that will be devised in the de-
partment, upon edueational experience or something else.

Now, how is this going to end? If it is necessary to bring In
35,000 more, as the Senator from Delaware suggested, I would
be the last man in the world to oppose it; but as I have passed
through certain bureaus in the last month and witnessed the
apparent incompetence of those who are being employed, and of
their negligence, so far as their duties are concerned, and have
had some of them tell me they had been there a week and have
had nothing to do, I have wondered whether after all it was not
a duty devolving upon Congress to ascertain whether or not it
is wise to turn the city of Washington upside down, dispossess
the owners of property, men who have toiled during a lifetime
to obtain a home, to make a place for this inundation, because
it is nothing less than that, of Federal employees. 1If it is neces-
sary let it go on, buf it seems to me there ought to be some in-
quiry concerning it.

Mr. President, I have felt that way, and I feel that way now.
I am not going to oppose the joint resolution. If the committee
thinks it wise to do this thing let it be done, but I think it would
be wiser to take the bill the committee has reported. We could
pass that, I judge, as soon as we can pass this joint resolution.
Then let it go to conference and let us have legislation on the
subject and settle it once for all.

Mr, KENYON. Mr. President——

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. KENYON. I should like to ask the Senator concerning
the resolution which I saw by the papers he introduced. Was
it in reference to an investigation as to the new clerks in
Washington? :

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I offered a resolution on Saturday
asking the Committee on Expenditures of the War Department
to make an investigation as to the manner in which appropria-
tions for that department had been expended ; that is all.

Mr. KENYON. I wish the Senator would introduce a resolu-
tion for an investigation of the new clerks. I was told not
later than this noon by a gentleman connected with one of these
bureaus that there are 2,000 of these clerks to do the work that
600 have been doing, and that. 600 could do. I agree with the
Senator that there ought to be some kind of an investiggtion.

Mr. GALLINGER. I feel that way about it, but unless some
other Senator agrees with me, or unless the Senate thinks it is
necessary to inquire into this matter, I, of course, have no more
concern about it than any other Senator; but I really feel that
there has been the utmost degree of recklessness employed by
the heads of bureaus, if not of departments, in making lemands
for clerical and other help. As I suggested the other day, I
read in the newspapers that a certain official, not the head of a
department but a subordinate, sald he could use 1,200 stenog-
raphers; that he could give them employment. That is too
ridiculous for a moment’s consideration.

Yet I presume that gentleman would like to have 1,200 good-
looking girls or cigarette-smoking young men under his con-
trol. But the question is whether we want to do it. If the
finances of the Government are in such splendid shape—and T
think they are in about as bad a shape as they can be—that we
can go on appropriating money without hindrance, adding to
the clerical expenses in Washington until we get so many here
that they will have to sleep in the park, as they do In Hyde
Park in London, perhaps it is wisdom, but it does not appeal
to me.

I have on my desk a bill introduced in the other House which,
to my mind, has a good deal of sense, I presume we could not
get it through either branch of Congress, but it strikes me that
it is worthy of consideration. It is a bill to distribute these
activities; to let the Shipping Board go to Philadelphia, for
instance; to let the Food Administration—I do not think it
makes much difference where it goes; to let the Coal Adminis-
trator go to some other region than the city of Washington.

Myr. TITOMAS. WiIill the Senator suggest where?
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Mr. DILLINGHAM. If the Senator will look at the bill
which has been reported from the committee he will find that
that is provided for.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senater from Vermont interrupts me
to say that if I look at the bill that has been reported, even those
things have been provided for. All the more reason why we
should take that bill up and consider it.

AMr, JONES of Washington, Mr, President, I merely wish to
suggest to the Senntor that one reason why the committee
thought it might De wise to puss the joint resolution now—it
may be that the Senator in charge of the joint resolution has
alrendy stated it—is beeause the bill we have reporied is very
radically different from the bill that passed the House. We
anticipate that there will be very econsiderable delay in con-
ference, qmd that it will probably be a month or two before we
enn get the legislation through. The situation seems to be so
pressing, from the information that came to the committee, that
we thought it wise to report the joint resolution for passage.

Mr. POMERENE, My, President—

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator,

My, POMERENE. If the Senator will allow me, along the
same line as the statement just made by the Senator from
Washington. there were a great many impelling reasons for the
presentation of this joint resolution. One was the vast number
of notices which came to our knowledge that had been served
upon tenants requiring them either to immediately sign up
leases for the ensuing year or to vacate. I have here a copy of
one of the notices served by the landlord on a tenant in a large
apartment house in which there are probably 40 or 50 or more
tenants, I have been told that the same notice was served upon
ench of the tenants, advising them of an increase in rent of
334 per cent for the ensuing year, and reguiring them to call at
the office and sign the new lease on or before May 10. That
is just four days lence, and these 40 or more tenants are
threatened with dispossession unless they will immediately sign
the leasecs at this increased rental,

AMr. GALLINGER. Those 40 or more tenants have a lease
already which will not expire until the 1st day of October.

Mr. POMERENE. That is true, =

Mr. GALLINGER. They need not go to the captain’s office
unless they wish to do so.

Mr. POMERENE. But the Senator overlooks the fact that
the apartments will be let to other tenants, so that they will
be dispossessed on October 1 unless they sign up for the in-
ereased rents. TFhat is the difficulty about it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I apprehend there are
cnses—and they may be more numerous than I think—where
this is going on; but, after all, we are face to face with the
faet that 33} per cent—and I doubt whether that would be ex-
acted in many enses—does not exceed what we are paying in
increazed prices for everything on earth that we use. I saw
two pieces of goods on Saturday, one purchased a few months
ago for 35 cents, and exactly the same kind of goods, except it
was not as good a quality, a woman paid 85 cents for on Satur-
day. That is about what we are up against, not only in the
city of Washington but everywhere else. I saw a plece of goods
that came from New York a few days ago identieal with that
which was purchased less than one year ago and at exactly
double the price it was a year ago.

So I say, I think there is a good deal of feeling engendered
against even the owners of apartment houses that may not be
quite just. I happen to have a little apartment in an apart-
ment house. I have not been notified of any Inerease of rent,
but I would not be surprised if I would be, and if this increased
cost of everything goes on I do not know but what it would be
Justifiable. I am not advising the owner of the property to in-
crenase my rent, but I am not so sure that it would not be a just
thing for the owner of the property to do under the circum-
stances.

Mr..’ SAULSBURY. May I interrupt the Senator for a mo-
ment ?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator is expressing some doubt
as to the general serving of these notices, While the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. PoxMERENE] was speaking I loeked at the notices
he had in his hand whieh had been sent to him. I have one
sent to me identiecal in every way, printed with the same type,
but the names of the apartment houses are different; the names
of the people to whom they are addressed are different; the
rent is different. The 33} per eent is precisely the same and
the date—May 10—is precisely the same—the time when the
tenants are to come to the captain’s office. It is a peculiar
thing that these notices should be printed and used by different
apartment-house oswners with those identieal characteristies
and printed with the same type. It seems to me that that car-

ries out precisely what the committee has been informed—that
it is such a general thing in the city that people are willing to
take advantage of the necessities of the tenant that it has come
to a point where we are convinced it must be attended to.

I will say to the Senator that he will be surprised at the ex-
tent of this thing. I have on my desk here a letter from a gen-
tleman almost as well known in this country as Theodore Roose-
velt, a man who is looked to as one of the great leaders of pro-
gressive thought and conservation. He is a large property
owner in the city of Washington, and yet he tells his tenant
that if she does not give up possession to him willingly, he will
sell that property under the terms of the lease—which provides
that in case of sale the tenure may be avoided, and the new
landlerd may rent it—he will sell that property, to which the
tenant is entitled for a year longer, to his own wife for cash,
and in that way obtain possession of the property, so that he
mny get money out of his property to contribute to war relief.

Mr. REED. Does the Senator think a sale of that kind would
operate to avoid a lease?

Mr. SAULSBURY. No.

Mr, GALLINGER. Of course it wonld not.

Mr. SAULSBURY. No; and the gentleman who made the
threat discovered that it would not. Of course, it would be
very interesting——

Mr. FLETCHER. May I make an inquiry, with the permis-
sion of the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. FLETCHER. What is expected to be accomplished by
this provision? Where would you get any relief against those
notices, unless you expect Congress to be in session until the
1st of October? The 1st of October I understand the purpose
is to oblige the landlords to rent to the tenant or some other
tenant ar the same price; but if Congress is not in session as
late as the 1st of October, the joint resolution does not operate,
and you do not afford any relief to those who have received the
notices.

Mr. SAULSBURY. With the permission of the Senator from
New Hampshire—

Mr. GALLINGER. I have only a word more to say, but I
will yield.

Mr. THOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator a question.

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 yield to the Senator from Delaware
first.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator has called attention to the some-
what unusual exactions, or contemplated exactions, of a gentle-
man who he says is almost as prominent in the progressive
field as Theodore Roosevelt. Is this gentleman also a distin-
guished advocate of extreme conservation?

Mr. SAULSBURY. He is a great conservationist. That is
his chief characteristic in the public eye.

Mr. THOMAS. With a French name?

Mr. SAULSBURY. His first name, I will say, Is Gifford.

Mr. REED. And the Senator objects to letting him conserve
his own interests? :

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am not going to let him conserve his
own interests at the expense of the Government or at the ex-
pense of anybody else, if T can help it by law.

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have only a few more
words to say. I ealled attention to what I called an inundation
of clerks to the city of Washington. I believe it onght to be
stopped, or at least it ought to be investigated before it becomes
¢ peril to other property owners in Washington, if they are to
be given a preference in the matter of ledging.

There is one other evil that has come to the city of Washing-
ton and to the property owners in the city of Washington, and
that is a less inundation of rich men in the city of Washington
who are working for a dollar a year, I have in mind a house,
I do not know how much it eost but I should think $100.000
would be a very large amount, more likely it cost from $50.000
to $75,000. I know a certain gentleman who on coming to the
city offered to pay $35,000 a year rent for that house. That is
not an isolated case. The result Is that houses are being
vacated In that way, and the former occupants have fo find a
lodgzing somewhere. If we have got to give up our homes abso-
lutely to the clerieal foree of the Government and to the spe-
cialists of the Government and the draftsmen of the Govern-
ment named in that bill—I suppose any girl or boy who can
draw a crooked line Is a draftsman just as any man who
ean saw a board, whether he saws it creoked or not, is a car-
penter and gets six or seven dollars a day or more—if people
who have acquired a home by hard work are to give up their
homes for that class of people, there is going to be a turmeil in
the eity of Washington, and If it is extended to other cities of
the Union there will be a trouble that will be very serious, in
my judgment.




6102

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

" May 6,

DBut, as I said, T have great confidence in this committee. T
have no doubt they have worked diligently on this matter, and
think this is a necessity, but I would very much prefer taking
up the bill they have reported and discussing it and passing it,
if it is a wise measure, and I would not be alarmed, as the
Senator from Washington is, lest it might be in conference for
a loug time. We had a bill here the other day which we dis-
cussed for several days and the Senator in charge of it
prophesied that unless we passed it quickly it would be of no
particular use. It went to the House, and the House acceptedl
every amendment we put on, and I suppose we put on 25. If
there is any need of this legislation, both Houses of Congress
are wise enough and sensible enough to pass a salutary bili,
and I think we ought to pass quickly the bill, which I under-
stand has been reported to the Senate in a different draft from
that passed by the House, and let it go to conference; but I
yield to the combined judgment of the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, I presume that a measure of
this kind is necessary to deal with the sitnation which we have
here. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the measure if
there is any provision under the joint resolution by which a bona
fide purchaser of property, for instance, would get possession
for his own use?

Mr, SAULSBURY. I think the only provision that is made
here on that point i- that any person who is the owner, or any
purchaser If he is in Government employ, could obtain that prop-
erty for his own use.

Mr. BORAH. Some people who have been paying rent here
in apartment houses, and so forth, have come to the conclusion
that if they are to stay here they must buy property. I wonder
if the Senator feels that it would wealken the force of the joint
resolution if we inserted on page 2, line 2, after the word * land-
lord,” the words “ or bona fide purchaser.”

Mr, SAULSBURY. I think I ean answer the Senator that it
would probably very greatly interfere with the effect of the joint
resolution, and for this reason: As described before the com-
mittee, and possibly before the Senate by the Senator from
Vermont [Mr. Diuincaas], there is one location of which he
happens to know personally—and many such were brought to
our anttention—where tenants have been given notice in numbers,
and an attempt is being made to compel the tenants to buy the
property, under threat of a sale to somebody else. If a sale
is made to somebody else, they could oust these tenants, even
under the guise of coming in as owners, and it would work a
hardship which we are seeking to avoid by the joint resolution,
because all the tenants might be ousted, and certainly they would
be put to the trouble of proving a colorable sale.

Mr. BORAH. It seems to me a large latitude ought to be
given for legitimate transactions,

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator I would not
object very much to a provision of that kind, where {he person
who bought was moving into the property.

Mr. BORAH. This might accommodate {he class of people
whom you are seeking to protect by this measure, because it
would be a bona fide sale, and it must be for the party's occu-
pation.

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator will suggest such an
amendment as that, I shall not object to it.

Mr. BORAH. Is an amendment in order now?

The VICE PRESIDZNT. It is in order.”

. Mr. BORAH. On page 2, line 2, after the word * landlord,”
1 move to insert the words “or bona fide purchaser,” so as to
read:

Or that the premises are reasonably required by a landlord or bona
file purchaser for occupation by himself or his family while in the
cmploy of or officially connected with the Government.

Mr. SAULSBURY. For his own occupation.

Mr. BORAH. It says that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the

amemlent.

" The amendment was agreed to.

AMr. REED. Mr. President, I wish to ask the author of the
Jjoint resolution how many cases he knows of where the out-
rages hie has depicted are being perpetrated?

Mr. SAULSBURY. Through the testimony given before the
connnittee and through the statement of letters which members
of the committee have received, I suppose some hundreds.

Mr. REED. How many hundred?

Mr. POMERENE. I can give the Senator a little information
on that subject. :

" Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall be very glad {o have the Senator
from Ohio do so. He is chairman of the subcommittee.

Mr. POMERENE. I have another letter from one of the
tenants in another apartinent house in which there are over

40, and they have all been served with notices. An officer
connected with the War Department who has been at times
assigned to the special duty of looking after the people whao
are about to be dispossessed and to try to find living quarters
for others connected with that department said to me the other
day that in one week he had over a thousand of these notices

" come to him for his investigation, and that they were constantly

coming, It has become so extensive—

Mr. REED. A raise of 33} per cent?

AMr., POMERENE. I should not say that they were general
raises in the rent. I could not say as to the amount of the
raises. I may say to the Senator, further, that many of the
real estate men who came Defore our committee stated (hey
believed that something would have to be done in order tv pro-
tect these people. In other words, there are many real estate
brokers and agents very high-class men who feel the necessity
of being protected against the outrages which are being perpe-
tratedd upon the people by other agents sho are enguged In
business here in the city.

AMr. REED. Does the Senator know how many thousamd
tenants there are in Washington, approximately?

Mr. POMERENE. No; I do not think I can tell the Senator
the number. This will give a side light on the question which
the Senator has asked. Tt was stated that there were over 200
apartment houses in the city that are being rented. Of course,
the Senator is aware that in many of them there are a great
many tenants and in others the number is small.

Mr. REED. 1 suppose in a city of 350,000, like Washington,
largely made up of transients, it would not be unsafe to say
that 275,000 of them live in rented quarters—perhap- 300,000—
and if there are 300,000 and you have complaints from two or
three hundred, it is very far from giving any kind of aecurate
information as to general conditions,

Mr. President, I think that a man who will take advantage
of the present situation to grossly increase his rent is n swinish
sort of fellow who ought to be consigned to the contempt of
every decent man. But that there should be some increase in
rent, assuming now that the rents in the past have been reason-
able, is absolutely to be expected. The upkeep of a house has
enormously increased. If the heat is to be furnished, the coal
costs more to the landlord. The janitor service costs n great
deal more, and every other element that enters into the upkeep
of the building has been increased. The values of property
have likewise inereased, and it is only natural under those con-
ditions that there shoulid be some reasonable .inerease in rent.
As was suggested by the Senator from Florida, repairs, plumb-
ing bills, and everything of that kind which I think I had pre-
viously embraeed in my expression “ upkeep” should be in-
cluded. I had my house painted the other day, and I paid
twice as much as I would have had to pay when I came here
six years ago. The men who own these properties, some of
them, may be acting very badly, but let us be careful of two
things, that we do not punish the innocent with the guilty, and
let us be careful also that we do not too closely imitate the
soviet that is just now distingulshing Russia.

I confess to such a feeling of disgust for men who are at a
time like this trying to profiteer that I hesitate to say any-
thing in favor cven of the property owner who is only exercising
the right of a citizen.

Dut, Mr. President, as is usual with remedies of the kind
proposed, they largely defeat themselves. We had notice served
upon us a few months ago that building operations must cense
in this country. The motive back of that was excellent. It
had its effect in the city of Washington, as it did in every other
part of the country—the building operalions largely ceased.
But babies continued to be born, population continued to in-
crease, and to-day the Government of the United States is appro-
priating $10,000.000 to build houses in the city of Washington,
a large part of which might have been huilt by private enter-
prise if it had not been discouraged by governmental inter-
ference; and yet it will take as much lumber and just as much
steel for the Government to build a lot of claptraps that will
ultimately be torn down as it would to have built good buill-
ings to start with. So having discouraged building, we unow
propose to pass a joint resolution, that is notice duly served
upon every man who may dream of building n structure in the
city of Washington, that he is not to be secure for one single
moment in his rights to own that property, to use that property,
and to realize an jncoae trom that property.

This joint resolution is the absolute and final stoppage of any
building opesanticns in the city of Washington.

No man but an imbecile would ever think of borrowing money,
as most of them do who build these great structures, and erect-
ing a great apartment building in the city of Washington. with
the knowledge that a joint resolution enan be ruashed through
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Congress any hot afternoon that will deprive him of the use of
his property and of the ability to make enoungh money to pay
the interest upon his investment,

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri
yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

AMlr. REED. I do. -

Mr. BRANDEGEE. As a case in point, Mr. President, I de-
sire to say that I own quite a large building in the city here,
and for several weeks one of the leading hotel men in the coun-
try has been trying to get me to join with him to put up a large
building, not so large as a big hotel, but a very high-class
restaurant, with G0 rooms, several stories of rooms, which would
be of some little relief to the people who are walking the sireets
here and who can not get lodging and food to eat; but now we
are halted. I would not dare to put any money into the frans-
action now, and certainly no lessee on a 5 or 10 year lease,
after he had contributed part toward the improvement, would
dare to take that chance, beeause the next day any department
head might come around and take the property at their own
price. That is just an instance in point.

AMr. REED. But, more than that, if the Senator from Con-
necticut wanted to borrow money, how wmuch money does he
think he could borrow on that kind of property—I mean money
with which to build?

AMr. BRANDEGEE., We probably could not borrow the money
anyway, Mr. President, because the banks decline now to lend
on real estate. I =old a building in my home town the other day,
and took half the purchase price as a first mortgage, which is
as good as gold, and which ordinarily every savings bank and
every insurance company in the State would have jumped at;
and yet I ean not do anything with that mortgage ; none of them
will take it, and I have got to hold it. You ecan not get a dollar
west of the Allegheny Mountains for anything except to put into
aective business connected with the war, I am not saying that it
is wrong; I am not criticizing it; I am only stating the financial
situation.

Mr. REED. The Senator does know, I think, that, if there
iz any money to be loaned upon real estate, it is not very likely
to be loaned upon real estate where Congress exercises the right
to confiscate the property or to destroy its use.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Of course, no business institution, as a
trustee for other people’s funds, could properly loan a dollar
with the threat hanging over it of condemnation at the Govern-
ment’s own price, without a gross betrayal of their duty as such
trustee.

My. REED. Mr, President, I think there is a way by which
these excessive rents can be reached and the Constitution not be
raped or the right of contract abrogated. I have not any doubt
of the power of Congress within the District of Columbia to
lay an excess-profit tax and to lay it in such a way that it
would not be profitable for a man to charge these enormous
rents, because when lhe went above a certain point the tax
would take away his profits. That, however, is not this joint
resolution.

Now, I want to see if I can not challenge the attention of Con-
gress to this matter. I am not going to be very long about it.
1 do not know whether or not it will do a bit of good. There
are many people who think they can cure everything by simply
passing a resolution. They think that over in Russia. But I
say that when the Congress of the United States shows its dis-
regard for the Constitution and the laws of the land they sow
the dragon’s teeth, from which spring up the Industrial Workers
of the World organization, the anarchists, and that class of
s?cilulists who disregard law and constitutions and property
rights,

When in high places we snap our fingers in the face of. the
law of this land, how can we expect otherwise than that the
soap-box orator, the ignorant, and the depraved will likewise
snap their fingers in the face of authority?

Mr. KENYON. Mr, President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri
¥ield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. REED. I yield.

Mr. KENYON. While I agree with the Senator that what
he suggests does make socialists, does not the profiteering which
is going on in this eountry and the profiteering that s going
on in this District, that would make Capt. Kidd turn green with
envy, also create socialists just as fast as anything else can do
it in this country?

AMr. REED. I do not think so,

AMr. KENYON. I think it does. :

AMr. REED. But I have, already suggested that there is a
constitutional way by which the greater part of it can he
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reachied, What is this joint resolution? 1t is a bald, naked,
unblushing abrogation of the rights of property; it is a bald,
naked, unblushing attempt to violate the obligations of econ-
tract. It does not bring forth even the shadow of a pretense
behind which it can eonceal its ugly visage.

Mr. KENYON, This joint resolution is to continue only
during the session of Congress, in order that a remedy may
be worked out; it is merely a moratorinm= !

Mr. REED. But a resolution to set aside the Constitution o
the United States for 15 minutes is just as vielons in prineiple
as one would be to set it aside for 15 years. The Senate of
the United States ought to guard the Constitution that its
Members have sworn they will guard. When we undertake
by a simple joint resolution to set aside the Constitution which
has been adopted by the people of the United States I say we
do as bad and as vicious a thing as an anarchist society when
it meets and resolves that it will disregard the Constitution.
Let us read this jeint resolution. It provides:

That until the adgourumnnt sine die of the present session of the Con-
gress no judicial order for the recovery of possession of any real estate,
now or hereafter held acquired by oral or written lease, or for the eject-
ment or dispossession of a tenant therefrom, shall he made, and all
leases thereof shall continue so long as the tenant continues to pay rent
at the agreed rate—

It not only nbrogates the terms of written coniracts, but it
proposes to make a new contract. You propose by this reso-
lution to'extend the terms of a contract, even though the parties
themselves do not want it extended. You proceed to make a
contract between private citizens by a joint resolution of the
Congress of the United States. You undertake to sanction that
under the rule of necessity. It was old Milton who said, wilen
speaking of Satan, that he justified his course under the doc-
trine of necessity.

What are you going to do with the fifth amendment to the
Constitution, which reads:

No person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due
process of law.

What are you going to do with the provision that no State
shall pass any law abrogating the terms of a contract, a doc-
trine which in principle applies to the Federal Government?
What are you undertaking when you declare:

Provided, That any provision in any oral or written lease that (he
same shall be determined or forfeited if the premises shall be =old is
hereby declared to be void while this resolutlon shall be in force, and
every purchaser shall take the conveyanee of any premises subject to
the rights of all tenants in possession thercof under the provisions of
this resolution—

Except to impair, anuul, avoid, and eancel the terms of a con-
tract?

What are you doing but simply sitting here in the Senate
of the United States and resolving to violate the Censtitution
adopted by a sovereign people? For shame! For shaime! Of
course, Mr, President, there is no use in reading the old authors.
The other day a bill was brought in here which proposed to try
everybody in the United States by a court-martial. Many Sena-
tors had been talking to the effect that the Constitution was
gone; that it was dead, or temporarily had been sealed up in
the catacombs, along with other defunct things, and that it
would there remain, only to be resurrected by the trumpets of
restored peace when they once more reverberate in the capitals
of the world. The President of the United States gave you a rude
jolt when he ealled attention to the fact that the Constitution
still lives and must be obeyed. Let me read a little from an old
story—— '

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit
me to interrupt him?

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does not the Senator from Missouri think
that the advocates of that measure received a rude jolt when
they ascertained that the Senate would never pass such a bill?

AMr. REED. Well, I am glad if it be true that the Senate would
not have passed it.

Mr. GALLINGER, That was pretty well demonstrated.

Mr. REED. I have a number of times seen the Senate line
up with great gallantry on things it was “ not going to do,” and
afterwards have seen it do them. The other day I found myself
the only man on this side of the Chamber who “ voted as he had
talked.”

I wish to call the attention of the Senate ecspeecially to this
language of Judge Story:

The remainlm% clause, as to 1m¥miring the obHgation of contracts, will
l’t’alﬂre a more tull amf detiberate examination. The Fedﬁm“at treats
this subject fh the following brief and general maunner: * Bills of at-

tainder, ex post facto laws, and laws Impalring the obligatlon of con-
tracts are contrary to the first principles— :
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Let me eall the attention of all the Members of the Senate to
what old Story says:

Dills of artainder, ex post facto laws, and laws impalring the obliga-
tion of rontracts, are contrary to the first principles of the social com-
pact. and to every principle of sound legislation, 3

“ Centrary to the first principles of the social compaet!” Of
course, that is true. They are learning that over in Russia
now ; they ronnd it out over there when they began to disregard
the rights of property, and ascertained speedily that they were
starving; that thelr armies were dissolving like mist before
the sun; that their land was beneath the feet of the conqueror;
and that the proud nation of Russia was prostrate and enslaved.
“ Contrary to the first principles of the social compaet!”

The two former—

That is, bills of attainder and ex post facto laws—

Are expressly prohibited by the declarations prefixed to some of the
Btate constitutlons, and all of them are prohiblted lg the spirit and
scope of thelr fundamental character. Our own e ence has tanght
us, nevertheless, that additional femeces agninst these dangers ought
not to be omitted. Very properly, therefore, have the convention ndded
this constitutional bulwark in favor of personal security and private

hts, ete. The sober prople of America are weary of the fluctnating
policy which has directed the public councils. They have seen, with
regret and Indignation, that sudden changes and legislatlve interfer-
ences in cases affecting personal rights became jobs in the hands of
mmrprialnﬁ and inflnential specunlators and spares to the more indus-
trious and less informed part of the community. They have seen, too,
that one legislative Interference—

Now, notice this—

They have seen, ton, that one legislative Interference Is but the first
link in & long chain of repetitions, every su ient interference belng
anturally provoked by the effects of the preceding. They very rightly
infer, therefore, that some thorough reform s wanting which will
Banish specalations en public measu fnspire a general prudence and
industry, and give a regular course to business and soclety.

Such was the langnage of the Federalist at the time these
great provisions of the Censtitution were under consideration.

The fathers of the Republic knew that unless life, liberty, and
property were secure, and that unless leglsiative interference
with these great fundamental rights was prohibited, this Consti-
tution and this Government would speedily disintegrate, and
that the liberties of the people would uitimately fall beneath the
assanlt of the foes of freedom; and se they ordnined these
safeguards. This afternoon we resolve to wipe them ont.

Mr, KENYON. DMay I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. KENYON. Dwes the Senator regard the law which we
have passed, providing a moraterium feor soldiers in case of
debt, as in vielation of the Constitution?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I went over that bill and dis-
cussed it at the time it was under consideration.

Mr. KENYON. I lhave forgotten what position the Senator

took.
- Mr. REED. The position I took at that time was that the
proposed law, as we had prepared if, was mmeenstitutional. I
insisted in the committee and insisted on the floor of the Senate
that we had a perfeet right to protect the person of the soldier
but that we did not have the right to stop the mere collection
of a debt, and particularly the machinery of a State court.
1 ecntended for that as stoutly as I was able to contend.

But, Mr, President, that measure had seme relation to the
service of soldlers. It could be claimed, and probably will be
claimed when the cases come to final arbitrament in the courts,
that an interference even with the property of n soldier affects
his utllity as a soldier and, therefore, there is a direet connec-

tion, it may be argued, between the effect of this law upon a |

soldler and the conduct of the war: but this jeint resolution
does not even secrete itself behind any such pretense as that.

Mr. KENYON. Of course, anyone reading this joint resolu-
tion and thinking about it, is rather startled with its drastic
provisions. I voted for it in the committee en a theory which I
felt was analogous to that underlying the meratorium bill for
soldiers; not that we are taking property, but we are merely
suspending a remedy in behalf of persons who are engaged in
governmental work and who consequently must not be dis-
turbed. Now, I realize that it does go a trifle further than that,
but that is the theory of the joint resolution.

Mr. REED. “A trifie further?' It goes the entire length.
I beg my very good friend's parden, but you ¢an base the joint
resolution on no such theory as that. The Joint resalution
applies to every man, woman, and ehild in the eity of Washing-
ton who owns any property and rents i, and te every man,
woman, and child in the city of Washington who rents any
property.

Mr. KENYON. The bill itself covers ouly those eonnected
with the Government; but I think that it is true that the joint
resolution does go further than that. - i

Mr. REED. I am speaking of the joint resolution; T am net
speaking of the bill. The joint resolution covers everything:
nor is the joint resolution limited to the remedy. However, I
remark that if we absolutely deny a man a remedy it is the
denial of property. You ean postpone a remedy for a reasonable
time, but you can not deny a remedy, - I read again from Story :

Although there is a distinction between the obligation of a contract
and a remedy upon It, yet, if there are certain remedies existing at the
time when it is made, all of which are afterwards wholly extinguished
lt.?' new laws, so that there remain ne means of puforcfng its. obliga-

on and no redress, such an abolition of all remedies operating In
preesenti is also an impairing of the obligation of such centract.

And this operates in presenti. This jeint resolution goes fur-
ther than that. It undertakes to authorize a court to anmul its
solemn judgment even after the term of the eourt has expired in
which the judgment was rendered and when the judgment was
no longer within the bosom of the court.

Let me read:

That until the adjournment sine die of the present session of the
Congress no Judicial order for the recovery of possession of any real
estate. now or hereafter held or acquired by oral er written lease, or for
the ejectment or dispossession of a tenant therefrom, shall be made,
* * * and where such order bas been made, but not executed beforas
the passage of this resolutlon, the court by which the order was made
may, if it is of the opinion that the order would not bave been made if
this resolution had been in force at the date of the making of the order,
rescind or modify the order In such manner as the court may deem
proper for the purpose of giving effect to this resolution.

What an appalling doctrine. Let us see. A year ago a eourt
made an order terminating a lease and ordering the ouster of
the tenant, to take place on to-morrow. The court’s judgment
has been duly recorded, has net been excepted to, and the term
of court has expired. The order is about to be executed on to-
morrow, whereupon the Congress of the United States, the
tribunal that is appointed to guard the Constitution, passes n
resolution under which the court can reconsider that case, set
aside that solemn judgment, and render any judgzment it sees fit.

I want to deal with all due respect with the committee, but
I say that the bolshevists in Ruossia have never adopted a reso-
lution so utterly violative of every principle of civilized govern-
ment as that. You ean not peint to such a resolution.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen-
itor if this jeoint reselution were limited to those who are con-
nected with the Government, would he not feel then that the
principle was the same as that invelved in the soldiers’ mora-
torinm legiglation, although I know he dees not believe that is
constitutional and that is a fair matter for dispute?

Mr. REED, The Senator asks me, while I am on my feet, a
question that anyone would naturally like to refleet upen for
a moment before answering; but, answering in the off-hand
way I am required to de, it strikes me that if this were limited
to the right to occupy property by these who are actually in
the Government service connected with the war, we might, in
some measure, approximate the moratorium bill.

But the moratorium bill was defended by its sponsors upon
an additional greund; they clalmed that it only temporarily
affected the remedy. and that even that affectation of the remedy
was a matter discretionary with the judge; that is te say, they
provided for a short stay of legal proceedings, during which
time the defendant was to be notified and was to be represented
in a certain way in court; and thereupon the judge had within
his discretion the postponement of the proceedings or the post-
ponement of execution. So an additional claim was made for
the moratorium bill that It had about it those limitations to
which I have referred. 1

Profiteering can be stopped without this sort of measure; at
lenst it can be greatly limited, I have suggested a means which
is not originul with me. An excess-profits tax could be levied,
and the excess profits could be determined by comparing the
present rental with the rental of six months or a year ago, and
the tax could be made so great as to take all the landlords
unjustly extort,

I have spoken of this resolution rather harshly. Perhaps I
ought not to do that; in these times we ought to be prepared for
almost everything. New wrongs are springing up and men
seek to remedy them, and I have no doubt the committee is
acting in the best of faith; but I do beg Senators to remember
that it is better even to endure temporary evils than it is to
impair the respect for the Constitution. Only the other day we
passed o law making it a eriminal offense for a man to speak
disrespectfully of the Constitution. To-day we propose to pass
a resolution to ignore its more sacred terms. No nation ever
won a great fight if its leaders lost their heads, These are tlmes
for calmness and deliberation, for coolness of action: we shonld
not be precipitated into things.

Let me illustrate that., Some very enthusiastic genflemen

undertook to create by magle, overnight, a fleet of airplanes.
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They told all the country how quickly they would have then,
and they plunged into the work of censtructing those airplanes
before they understood the problem. The result is that to-day,
in some parts of the airplane program, we are months behind
where we would have been if a little time for calm deliberation
had been taken and if plans had been made based upon facts
and not upon enthusiasm.

Some gentlemen started in in the same way to get certain
types of guns. They found a new gun which was going to
revolutionize everything, and without sitting down in cold blood
and analyzing the proposition and passing upon it on its merits
they rushed into the making of contracts for a new type of
gun; and yet the heavy gun of that type, which we were told
we would have on hand at this time in the thousands, has
progressed so little that we have not yet a single gun—not
one—iot even one to look at. The chart of production shows
an interesting and a very sad column of zeros. It would have
been better to have taken a little time and to have known what
we were doing.

We started rushing soldiers into camps, I speak of this not
in harshness; but we got a great many of them in camps be-
fore they could be uniformed and before they had guns. It
would have been better to have been a little more deliberate
and a little more careful. Perhaps two and one-half hours’
careful study by one man would have saved the lives of hun-
dreds of these boys.

We have constantly arising before us new difficulties in the
legislative field. Most aggravating things oecur. A lot of very
cheap profiteers see a chance to graft by excessive rents and
they start raising rents, and everybody gets mad, and we plunge
into a so-called remedy, and yet you will find that you have
no remedy. There Is not a respectable court in the United
States that would not spit upon this joint resolution.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. KING. Iam very much in sympathy with the legal argu-
ment that is belng made by the distinguished Senator from
Missouri. I want to call his attention, though, to this situation,
which doobtless he has thought of, and to which our attention
has been called by other Senators:

We have here a city, as the Senator stated a few moments
ago, of approximately 350,000 inhabitants. The overwhelming
number of those who are residing here have come from other
parts of the Union. Many of them are young girls and young
boys.

Mr. REED. Most of whom ought to be sent home.

Mr. KING. I am inclined to think that the Senator is right.
Many of the young boys ought to be in the Army instead of being
here seeking a Government job. However, they are here. They
are dependent for their support upon the salaries which they
receive from the Government. After paying the enormous prices
required for food and for current expenses, a very small sum is
left for them, out of which they have to pay their room rent,
I have had at least 200 or 250 clerks speak to me within the past
three or four weeks, complaining of the exorbitant rents that are
being charged by the building owners of Washington ; and quite
a number of the young men and young women who have spoken
to me have complained that after they had paid one month’s
rent or two month's rent, as the case may be, the rent was
raised,

Only Saturday four spoke to me and said that the landlords
demanded $5 a month additional rent, starting with the 1st of
rext month, and would not consent to rent longer than 30 days,
and they anticipated at the expiration of that month an addi-
tional raise, and so on; and two of the young men stated that
they would leave their positions and return home, because they
could not afford to pay these increased rents.

Mr. REED. Five dollars a month?

AMr. KING. That was for one room for one young man, That
meant considerable to him. I do not mean to say that the $5 a
month was all the rent that he paid; it was an increase that
was demanded, and he expected that an additional increase would
he demanded for the next month, and so on indefinitely, because
his landlord would make no promise as to when there would be a
cessation in the demands.

Now, we have that problem here to meet. It is a serious one.
This work in which the Government is interested must be done.
Many of the young men and women who are here are necessary
because of the needs of the Government. Senators have clerks
and other employees here. They have to remain. They are
necessary to the work which the Senators have to perform.
Now, what can be done? What ought to be done? \What have
we the power to do in order to relieve this situation, because

there is no question in the world that there are men renting
houses in this District who are selfish, who practice profiteering,
and who would exact the last pound of flesh that they possibly
could out of the poor people who are compelled to rent?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if the Senator had been in the
Chamber he would have heard me early in my remarks an-
swer the question. I say, first, that this joint resolution is not
limited to Government employees, much less limited to those
employed in occupations that have to do with the war. The
joint resolution applies to every man, woman, and child in the
Distriet of Columbia who is a property holder and to every
tenant. The joint resolution applies not only to the profiteer
who has been doing the things to which the Senator refers, but
it applies to the individual who has not raised his rent one
penny, and who made, in good faith, a lease under which a
tenant was to get out at a certain time; and you deprive him
of the chance to use his property as he intended to use it,
possibly to transform it into a different kind of building, pos-
sibly to have it as a home for a friend or a member of his
family who is coming to the city, This joint resolution applies
to all of them,

Second, as to the remedy : I have not the slightest doubt that
the Congress of the United States, being the supreme legisiative
body within the District of Columbia, has the power to levy an
excess-profits tax and so to phrase that tax law that any man
who has raised his ents above what they were at this period
last year shall begin to pay an excess-profits tax; and you can
make it advance as rapidly as you please, and you can speedily
bring it to point where, if the rents are raised very much, the
entire excess will be taken over by the Government.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, if I may ask the Senator
a question, of course that plan can be adopted; but I am quite
sure the Senator would agree with the members of the commit-
tee, if he had been present at the hearings, in their conclusion
that there has been generally a very exorbitant increase in the
rents charged to lessees in the District of Columbia. Now,
what relief Is it going to be to these tenanis to have this excess-
profits tax against the landlords or lessors? The purpose of
this is twofold.

Mr. REED. 1 do not understand the Senator’s question.

Mr. POMERENE. I tried to point out that there has been a
very general and a very excessive increase of rents in the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr. REED. Yes.

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator from Missouri seeks to meet
that by an excess-profits tax,

Mr. REED. Yes.

Mr. POMERENE. Now, that would grant some relief to the
extent that it might discourage excessive rates; but with that
exception it would grant no relief whatsoever to the tenant who
has been overcharged.

Mr. REED. My answer to that is this: In the first place, I
am ineclined to think that some increase In some of the rents is
justifiable,

Mr. POMERENE. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. REED. Secondly, I say this, and the figures I use now
are purely for illustration: If the Government took half of the
excess If a man went to 15 per cent, and if the Government
took all of the excess if he went above that, there would be
mighty little inducement for a landlord to charge above 15 per
cent.

Of course, the figures I have usesd are purely illustrative.
I do not mean to say that those are the correct places at which
to put the limitation, but I am trying to suggest a legal means
by which a result can be reached.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit
me to ask him a further question?

Alr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is it possible that the Government might
he deprived of all of its employees in the District and, to a large
extent, the functions of the Government here cease while you
were trying experiments with the taxing power on landlords to
make them give Government employees an opportunity to live
in the Distriet of Columbia?

Mr. REED. Oh, Mr. President, I do not think that question
reaches the matter. If the Government were about to be de-
prived of all of its employees, there is a way in which even that
could be reached, and that is by taking over the property for a
publie use, by commandeering and taking the property and pay-
ing for it. That would be a legal method; but you do not
answer an insuperable constitutional objection by referring to
the difficulties that may be in our way,

I know that it would be utterly usecless to make the argument I
have just made to a erowd upon the street corner, but it ought
not to be useless here, I assert withont the slightest fear of
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‘heing foun? ‘to be a ‘false prophet that if you pass this sort of
joint resolution, the building that will take place in this town
during the rest of this war:will be:Government bullding, and we
will have to take the money. out of the taxes of the people to
build the houses. beeause no man in his senses will bulld once
you assert' the right of Congress to come in and fix the rent and
the terms of the lease, »ecnuse no man will know whether Cou-
gress will fix them on Lhe basis of a reasonable return or not.

Whenever we allow ourselves to go before the world as having
torn up all the old anchors and hanving destroyed ‘the Constitu-
“tion, as having, simply because we are ineensed at the outrages
and wrongs of some individual men, been willing to batter down
‘the bulwarks of liberty which were painfuily erected by the
Iiands of 'the fathers which have been baptized with the blood
and tears of thousands and which we have hoped and prayed
mmay endure forever—whenever we go before the world with that
sort of doctrine, money will go into hiding, and no man will
‘invest it. But if you pass a law here that you have a right to
pass, even though you may too.much limit the profits according
to the opinion of some gentlemen swho may be interested, never-
theless you have recognized the rights of property and the
‘security of property.

These things are not =0 bad as they are pictured. We read a
few articles in:the paper, -and we get one or two letters, and we
grow exeitedl.

AMr. POMERENE. Mr.

. Mr. REED. Just let me finish this sentence.

Now, where is the exodus of clerks from Washington? Where
.are these people who can net get homes? They are coming,
coming, coming—as my Triend, 'the Senator from Utah [Mr.
Kixa] suggests—a hundred thousand strong. They are getting
«off the trains with their grips. 1f the reeruits for the Army
were coming as rapidly as the recruits for the idepartments
there would not be any necessity for the mew draft, for they
would volunteer faster than we eould build ships to tuke them
over. It is utter nonsense to stand here and say that the Fed-
-eral Government is to be paralyzed by these rent raisers. My
friends ought not to make that argument, because it is not a
sound argument. It is not an argument based on facts. More-
over, I venture the assertion that there are many thousands of
[landlords .in this city wwho have not raised their rents a peuny,
and do not intend to.

I talked to a landlord who has a very fine apartment building
not far from where my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr,
PomeresE] lives, or where he recently lived. 'He said to me that
he had not raised his rents a penny; but he declared: **I have
found that a considerable number of my ‘tenants have sublet
their premises at an advance of two and three and four hunidred
per eent. ‘Bome of them have gone out of the town to reside,
-and they are living off the profit; but,” he said, ““that will all

terminate on the 1st day of October. 1 am writing in every new.

lease I make a cluuse that there shall be no subletting, and I
am doing it for the first time in:my life, because of the abuse of
these subtenants.”

I have no doubt that if the leading landlords of this city were
called into a room by a committee of the Senate, or by a com-
mission appointed by the President of the United States, and
4t were put up tothem as apatriotic duty to keep their rents
where they were a year ago, with:perhaps a slight advance to
make up for the additional cost of maintenance and keeping up
property, the principal landlords of this city would sign an
agreement of that kind to-morrow. The people of the country
have shown that disposition mest magnificently. The coal men
-of the United States got together .and agreed on the price of
coal. Somebody =aid it was too high and kicked it all over, and
ave have heen preducing less eoal every day since they kicked
it over, and we are paying substantially the prices now that
were agreed upon then. There are ways to handle these inatters
without lesing-our heads over them.

I zo back to what I said a while ago. I put it upon the con-
-science of Senators. We passed a 'law the other day—nearly
everybody voted for:it—that if any man spoke disrespeetfully of
the Constitution of the United States he ecould be sent to the peni-
tentiary ; and in this body, by solemn resolution. we propose to
-disregard its most sacred precepts. If we do that in this body,
if we disregard the Censtitution here, if we undertake to set our-
selves up as above the Constitution, higher than the great funda-
-mental law adopted by the people, if we run eounter to these
‘principles, which the writers of the Federalist sald were a jmrt
of the social compact and could never be set aside, because they
.existed before constitutions were written and would-exist when
constitntions were dead and forgotten—if we do that here, what
will ‘you expect from the Industrial ‘Worker of the World,
'steeped in ignorance and whisky? If we disregard the Consti-

tution, what do you expeet him todo? If we disregard the rights
of property, what do you expect of the fellow who is urged to

«drive a steel wedge into the end of a log to destroy n saw thut is

to eut it into timber? If we here in this Chamber sét the ex-
ample of a disregard of lnw and of Constitution, what ean you
expect from the base-born, the buse-raised, the low of Intel-
:ec;s‘} the ignorant, who follow on and on where shrewd eriminals
en

I 'know, as T stand and make these remarks, that somebody
is likely to say that 1 am in favor of profiteers in Washington.
I wish that every man in Washington who has played the hog
could have his name printed where all men could read It for
all time. T wish he-could be branded as a man who speculated
upon his country's necessities, who took advantage of the war
in order that he might coin money out of the war. T should
like to put his plcture in contrast with that of the boy going
over the trench and giving his life while this fellow grabs dol-
lars from somebody at home., 1 hold such a man in a contempt
that is inexpressible; buc T hold this old Coustitution in a
respect that is unutterable, beeaunse it is the palladium of our
rights, because when it is destroyed the night of anarchy will
have -settled upon this earth and ecivilization will have been
lost within its shadows,

‘Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, President, I have listened with a good
deal of edification to the remarks of the Senator from Missouri,
and especially to his constantly repeated Inguiry: *“ What are
we 'to expect of the L. W. W.s if we try ‘to curb them?” My
answer will be in asking another guestion: “ What are we to
expect from the I. W. W.'s'if we do not expect to curb them?”
And as a mere commentary upon the two questions T would
suggest that the ordinary I 'W. W. had better thank God that
he is not shot; and I ean not see why anybody should be tender
about his so-called rights. 1 do not see that-he has any. I
never did coneeive that elther a murderer or a horse thief had
any rights after you had convicted him of murder or of horse
theft. These people have got to be convicted before they are
punished.

I did not rise for that purpose, however, Mr. President, I
rose for another purpose.

‘Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WILLTAMS. Yes; of eourse.

Mr. REED. Did the Senator think T was talking about the
1. W. W.s and defending them? 1 .was talking about a rent
bill.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, but the Senator went on to say: “ We
are going to do this; we are going to violate the Constirution ;
we are going back upon the original federalistic principles that
existed before the Constltution was adopted—the eternal prin-
ciples, and so on; now, what will the I. W, W.'s do?

Mr. REED. 1 understand the Senator's logic now.

Mr. WILLIAMS. DMy .answer is that the L \W. W.'s would do

just as much if we dill not pass the legislation as they will If

we do, and that they would do a gootl deal more.

But, Mr. President, T did not rise for that purpose.

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Senator
from Mississippi?

BUREAT OF WAR-RISK TNSURANCE.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T submit a report from the Finance Com-
mittee favorable to the passage of the bill (8. 4482) to amend
an act entitled “An act to authorize the establishment of a
Burean of War-Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,”
approved September 2, 1814, as amended, and I submit a report
(No. 428) thereon. I request the publieation of the report and
of the appemdix accompanying it, which consists of the hearings
before the subcommittee of the Finance Comwmittee that consid-
ered the two House bills of which Senate bill 4482 is a counsoli-
dation. I also ask that there be published the usual number of
the hearings of the subcommittee, whatever it s, that is printed
for the use of the Senate,

I ask that the report of the committee be published, and that
the bill go to the calendar, and that a sufficient number of
coples of the hearings before the subcommittee be published for
the use of the Senate,

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I understood the Senator to say
that the hearings before the subcommittee were to be printed as
a part of the eommittee report. Am I correct? There .is no
necessity of having a further number printed. is there?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, I do not know. ‘How many coples
of the report will be published under the usual order? T only
want printed enough copies of the hearings for the use of the

Senate.

Mr..SMOOT. There will be about 200.
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Mr. WILLIAMS, Oh, well, that is sufficient. Then I with-
draw the request for a special publication of the hearings before
the subcommittee, and just ask that the usual number of copies
of the report, which contains the hearings, may be published.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will
be printed, und the bill will be placed on the calendar.

RENTAL OF PROPERETY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The Senate, ag in Committee of the Whole, resumed tlie con-
sideration of the joint resolution (S, J. Res. 152) to prevent rent
profiteering in the District of Columbia.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, I move to strike out the amend-
ment adopted just a moment ago on the motion of the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. DBoram], and to insert in its place the matter
which I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York offers
an amendment, which will be stated.

The Secrerary. In lien of the amendment proposed by the
Senator frem Idaho [Mr. Borau], on page.2, line 2, after the
‘word *landlord,” where the words “or bona fide purchaser”
were inserted, on page 2, line 4, after the word “ Government,”
it is proposed to insert:

Or where the property bas been dlspused of to a bona fide purchaser
for his own ocenpancy.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, this is substantially the same
amendment, but it permits property to be sold to a person other
than a Government employee. It might be that an individual
owning property in the District of Columbia would find it neces-
sary to sell his property to protect some interest, or perhaps in a
case where a mortgage was being called, and he eould not find a
purchaser who was a Government employee, but he could find
one who was not. It seems to me it would be very unfair if
he was prevented from selling it and giving possession fo a man
who was not a Government employee.

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not think there is any
special objection to that amendment, except that it enlarges the
cases of possible hardship. I ask that the amendment be again
reported, so that I may be sure of the wording of it. I think it is
all right, and I am perfectly willing to have the amendment
neeepted.

The Secretary again read the amendment.

Mr. SAULSBULRY. I am perfectly willing that the amend-
mgnt shall be adopted. I ask for its adoption.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment,

The amendment was ngread

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is as in Com-
mittee of the Whole and open to further amendment. If there
be no further amendment, the joint resolution will be reported
to the Senate.

Mr. REED. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

C;lder St ]k'lolll-o ggulsbn g‘%oﬁma

Chamberla’ Len yon eppar ompson

Curtig llc{;ylrmher Bherman Tillinan

Dillingham New bimmons Trammell

Francé Norris mith, Ga. Underwood
Page Smoo

Gronna Pomerene Euthnrland

Henderson Swanson

The VICE PRESIDENT. Twenty-nine Senators have an-
swered to the roll eall. There is not a quorum present. The
Secretary will call the roll of absentees.

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and
Mr. Kixg, Mr. McNary, Mr. MartiN, Mr. PoixpexTer, and Mr,
Sanra of South Carolina answered to their names when called.

Mr. Baxknaeap, Mr. Gerey, Mr. Boram, Mr. Kexprick, Mr.
Kmey, Mr. Frercaer, Mr. RanspeLn, and Mr. NeLsoN entered
the Chamber and answered to their names.

Mr. RANSDELL, I wish to announce the absence of my col-
league [Mr. Guion] on very importunt business, which neces-
sarily called him away.

Mr, SUTHERLAND. I wish to announce that my colleague,
the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr], is absent
on account of*illness,

Mr, SmarrorH entered the Chamber and answered to his
name.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators lhave an-
swered fo the roll eall. There is no quornm present.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at § o'clock and 8 minutes
p. in,) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May T,
19018, at 12 o'clock meridian,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpay, May 6, 1918.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

God of the ages, Infinite Spirit, whose brooding love is over
all, in us all, through us all; unheralded, vet pronounced; un-
seen, yet known; unheard, yet felt; the inspiration of all that
is purest, noblest, best in man. It binds us together into fami-
lies, where all the sweetest and purest affections have their
sway; unifes men into nations; makes patriots, statesmen, and
loyal citizens; builds churches the centers from which radiate
charity, philanthropy, schools, and colleges; makes the whole
world akin; promises the final brotherhood of all peoples; and
now abideth faith, hope, love, these three; but the greatest of
these is love, the erown of all humanity.

No one is so accursed by fate,

No one so utterly desolate,

But some heart, though unknown,
Re-sponrls unto his own.

An an, I't:::cge: I'Ittl:l tl;gﬁgglﬁ‘gimn I8';
Ard witspers in its song, =
“ Where hast thou slayed so long!"

Hasten the day when love shall have its sway; wars cease;
hate, revenge, jealousies, and unholy strife give way to its
warm and penetrating rays; through Him who revealeth its
power in an heroic sacrifice for all mankind. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, May 4, 1918, was
read and approved.

EXTENSION OF REAMARKS.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have inserted in the IRlecomp a speech made in my distriet, at
Jacksontown, Mo., on Liberty Loan Day by Hon. XexorHox P,
WirrLey, who since that time has been appointed by the governor
of Missouri to the United States Senate. At that time it was
not known by him or anyone else that three days later he would
be appointed to the Senate, but this address did him great credit
as a private citizen, and equally s0 now as a United States
Senator.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting
therein a speech made by Senator Witrrey, of Missouri. Is
there objection?

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, and I
shall not object, I will inguire of the gentleman from Missouri
whether Mr. Wimrrey has yet taken the oath of office as Sen-
ator?

Mr. RUSSELL. He has not taken the cath as yet, but he is

expected to take it to-day. He is expected to be here at 1
o'clock.
Mr. DYER. I have no objection to the insertion of the

speech, and I would be glad to see it in the REcerp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanl-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting
therein a speech delivered by our distinguished colleague, Dr.
Fess, at Hartford, Conn., on Sunday, March 17, 1918, on the
subject of the war.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner
indicated. Is there ohjection?

There was no objection.

FOOD PRODUCTION.

Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi. Mr.- Speaker, by direction of
the Committee on Agriculture, I report herewith the war-emer-
gency appropriation bill (H. R. 11945, H. Rept. No. 535), mak-
ing appropriations to carry on the work reqguired by the food-
production act for the fiscal year 1919.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin reserves all
points of order.

Mr., STAFFORD, I withdraw the reservation,

Mr. GARNER. I renew the reservation.

The SPEAKER. The bill is referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the conference
report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 8753) to amend section 3,
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title 1, of the act entitled “An act to punish acts of interference
with the foreign relations, the neutrality, and the foreign com-
merce of the United States, to punish espionage, and better to
enforce the criminal laws of the United States, and for other
purposes,” approved June 15, 1917.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, announced that the President
had approved and signed bills of the following titles:

On April 29, 1918:

8. 3476. An act to authorize the extenslon of a spur track or
siding from the existing iines of railroad in the District of Co-
lumbia across First Street NE., between L and M Streets, to the
buildings occupied by the field nedieal supply depot of the Army.

On May 6. 1918:

H. R. 10613. An act to provide for the collection and disposal
of garbage and miscellaneous refuse of the District of Columbia.

PENSIOXNS.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take up for consideration at this time the bill H. R. 9950, in-
creasing rates of pensions of soldiers and sailors of the Civil
War.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to take up for present consideration the bill H. R. 9959,
a pension bill. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have the
bill reported first.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

D¢ it enacted, ete., That the rate of penslon of nn{ person who served
in the military or naval service of the United States during the Civil
War and was honorably discharged therefrom, and who is now in re-
celpt of a pension or shall hereafter be granted a pension under the pro-
vislons of any general law, or is now pensioned under a cial act of
Congress, and who Is entitled to a pension less than $25 per month,
shall be $25 per month,

In case such person has reached the age of 70 years and served
one year, the rate of pension shall be $26 per month ; one and one-half
Years, $58 per month; two years, $ per month; two and one-half
years, $31 per month ; three years or over, $32.50 per month,

In case such person has reached the age of 75 years and served 90
days, $27 per month; six months, $20 per month; one year, $31 per
month ; f;;‘e and one-half years, $35 per month; two years or over, $39
per month,

That any person who served in the military or naval service of the
United States during the Civil War and received an honorable discharge,
and whe was woun in battle or in line of duty and is now unfit for
manual labor by reason thereof, or who from disease or other causes
incurred in llme of duty, resultfnf in his disability, .is now unable to
perform manual labor, shall be pald the rate of $39 per month, without
regard to the length of service or age

EC. 2, That any person who served in the military or naval service
of the Unlted Btates during the Civil War and who was honorably dls-
charged therefrom, and who is now pensioned or shall hereafter be pen-
sloned under any general law, or who is now pensioned under special
act of Congress at a rate of §20 per month or more, shall be entitled
upon the passage of this act to recelve in lleu thereof a rate which
shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, in multiples of 50 cents,
nearest approximating 30 per cent additlonal to the present rate: Pro-
vided, That no rate of L;')ension shall be granted under the provisions of
this act in excess of §5 r month : Provided further, That no pension
heretofore granted shall be reduced by this act.

Sgc. 3. That no pensloner shall be entitled to receive any benefits
under the provisions of this act for sn_vdperind during which he shall be
an inmate of any State or natioual soldiers’ home; and the provislons
of this act shall not nfply to any pensioner whose net annual income
from all sources, including his pension, is $1,000 or more,

8kc. 4. That the increased rates of pension provided by this act shall
commence from the date of the approval of said act, or, In case of orig-
inal ipens!ons hereafter allowed, from the date of commencement of suc
pensions as provided by existing laws,

Sec, 5. That no attorney shall be recognized and no attorney fees
shall be pald for the prescntation or prosecution of any claim under
the provislons of this act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Spenker, reserving the
right to object, I desire to submit a parlinmentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is this bill on the Unanimous
Consent Calendar?

The SPEAKER.
endar.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Then I object.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, GILLETT. Although it would not be in order to-lay,
vet to-morrow, it being a privileged bill, if the Speaker should
recogliize the gentleman from Ohio he could bring it up by mo-
tion, conld he not?

The SPEAKER. Yes. There are several ways to bring it up.

My, GARNER. . Mr. Speaker, this being also suspension day,
if the gentleman from Ohio should move to suspewd the rules
and pass the bill and two-thirds should vote for it it would
pass, weuld it not?

It is pnot on the Unanimous Consent Cal-

The SPEAKER. It would, undoubtedly.

Mr. LANGLEY., Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary ingquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LANGLEY. Is the motion to take it up as a privileged
matter now in order?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This is unanimous-consent day.

Mr. LANGLEY. DBut it is a privileged bill?

The SPEAKER. That does not prevent it being considered
by unanimous consent.’

Mr. LANGLEY. I know; but unanimous consent has been
objected to, and my inquiry is whether or not the gentleman
from Ohio could not make the motion to take it up now,

The SPEAKER. It has already been objected to.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a further
parlinmentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. :

Mr. GILLETT. If it should be brought up by unanimous con-
sent, it would not be subject to amendment, but if it was brought
up to-morrow in the regular order, it would be subject to amend-
ment, would it not?

The SPEAKER. If it is brought up by unanimous consent
it is subject to amendment. -

Mr. GILLETT, If it is brought up by motion to-morrow, it
would be subject to amendment?

The SPEAKER. Yes, it would; and it would if unanimous
consent were given to consider it now.

Mr. GILLETT. But if brought up under suspension of the
rules it would not?

The SPEAKER. No, ;

Mr, CANNON. Mr, Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Ohio if he will not ask for unanimous consent to con-
sider this bill to-morrow immediately after the reading of the
Journal in the House as in Committee of the Whole IHouse on
the state of the Union?

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. CANNON. Anl if unanimous consent is given, why the
bill eould be speedily disposed of.

Mr. SHERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois
I am instructed by the committee of which I am chairman
to ask unanimous consent for this bill. I shall have to consult
with the committee. As far as I am individually concerned, I
would be willing to make that motion. This bill has been on the
calendar since the 27ih of February, over two months, and in
the meantime 6,250 have died. I am anxious to get this bill
up for consideration at the earliest possible moment.

The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

Mr. CANNON.
sent——

Mr. GARNER.

Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous econ-
Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman from Ohio should move
now to suspend the rules and two-thirds should vote to sus-
pend tgxe rules and pass the bill, it would pass the House, would
it not?

The SPEAKER.

Mr. GARNER.
the rules?

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will move to suspend the
rules and pass this bill.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKELR, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DYER. If the House should follow the suggestion of the
gentleman from Texas and pass the bill under suspension of
the rules, there would not be any opportunity to amend the
bill, would there? :

The SPEAKER. - The Chair just stated that. The matter
voted on when a motion is made to suspend the rules is what
is read from the Clerk’s desk, and you could not amend it
except by unanimous consent.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker,
stances:

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand the
regular order, -

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the request of the
gentleman from Ohio to suspend the rules and pass this bill.

Mr. LANGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio if
he will yield to me for a question?

SEvERAL Mesmsers., Regular order!

The SPEAKER. Regular order is that the gentleman. from
Ohio [Mr. Suerwoon] moves to suspend the rules and pass this
bill. Is a second demanded?

Mr. GILLETT, Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
GroeerT] demands a second.

If it got two-thirds, it would.
Why will not the gentleman move to suspend

I hope under those ecircum-
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Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a second be considered as ordered.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LANGLEY. Would it be in order now to ask unanimous
consent to have an hour's debate on a side, on account of the
importance of this bill?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee.
regular order.

Mr. LANGLEY. I have a right to ask the question.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 3Massachusetts
agree that the second be considered as ordered?

Mr. GILLETT. Yes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has 20 minutes
and the gentleman on the other side——

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman from ©hio moves to suspend
the rules and pass the bill?

The SPEAKER. . Yes,

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
GrirerT] demanded a second?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman from Ohio asked unanimous
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Now, was that
done? 7

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts agreed
to it.

Mr. RUSSELL. But the whole House has a say about it.

Mr. LANGLEY. There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. There is no question as to what the House
thinks about. The gentleman from Massachusetts agreed that a
second be considered as ordered, and the gentleman from Ohio
has 20 minutes and the gentleman from Massachusetts 20
minutes. i

Mr, GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yleld the control of that time
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Laxcrey], the ranking
minority member on the committee,

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. RUCKER. For a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it,

Mr. RUCKER. I desire to know if after the 40 minutes' time
has been consumed there will be any opportunity to discuss this
bill?

The SPEAKER. There will not, unless the House gives unani-
mous consent.

Mr. SHERWOOD. AMr. Speaker, I shall not occupy very much
time on this bill. This bill has been very carefully considered
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and this is a unanimous
report of that committee. The whole question of pensions has
been theroughly diseussed for about half a century. Latterly,
since the act known as the Sherwood dollar-a-day pension bill
was enacted, on the 11th day of May, 1912, the guestion of sys-
tem and the basic construction of pensions has been thoroughly
gettled. This bill disturbs no existing order. It piaces pensions
upon the basis which was adopted on the 11th of May, 1912,
The Grand Army of the Republic, which represents about 45
per cent of all of the surviving soldiers of this war, at an en-
campment which met at Boston last year appointed a legisla-
tive committee to have charge of all pension legislation de-
manded by the Grand Army of the Republic. I was not present
at that encampment, but the soldiers of that encampment made
me a member of that legislative committee. The legislative
committee met in the city of Washington recently before this
bill was prepared, and I met with that committee, and this
bill was prepared in harmony with recommendations of that
committee. This bill carries at present, according to the best
estimates—or will carry, If enacted into law by the 1st of July,
1918—just about $21,000.000. Now, there are so many Members
who have asked for time on this question, and it is so well
wnderstood, that I will not oecupy any more of the time of the
House,

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yleld for one question?

Mr. SHERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. DYER. Did T understand the gentleman to say that
this bill now before the House meets with the approval of the
Grand Army of the Itepublic?

Mr. SHERWOOD. Well, I have had about 800 letters on the
bill, and I have received resolutions adopted by the Grand Army
of the Republic in favor of the bill from Ohio to Oregon. Two
of these were fromn the largest Grand Army posts in Ohio—one
the Forsyth, of Toledo, and the other an indorsing letter from
McKinley Post, of Canton. Here is the resolution that was

Mr. Speaker, I demand the

adopted unanimously after full debate by the Forsyth Post, of

Toledo, Ohio. And I want to say further, that I never sent a
letter to a soldier, and no propaganda has been carried on in
favor of this bill. Whatever has been done has been voluntary.
Let me read the resolution of Forsyth Post, Grand Army of the
Republic. "It is as follows:

ToLzpo, Omio, Feb 235, 1918,
Hon. Isaac R. BHERWOOD, i A S
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O,

DEAR SiR: A copy of your recent pension bill was presented to
post at our stated meeting on Febrpary 19, 1918, by rade Wllla,ur'l?
Van Wormer, and by verbal resolution the post heartily indorsed
itsdpbrgmmns :]md m’l’h thk?t it ma); receive the supr&crt that it merits
an come a law. anking vou for your past orts
in behalf of the old soldier cnfélaﬁl to lgﬁﬁ. S conivhod. ol

1 wug ;::;,Fugeb?., "u;e n«foﬁt. to convey to you the above information.
J. W. DROWXNSRERGER,
Adjutant of Forsyth Post, Ne, 15,
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohia.

Mr. DYER. Do I understand the legislative committee which
represents the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic
approves of the bill? That is what T wanted to know.

Mr. SHERWOOD. It is my understanding that a majority
of the committee approves it.

Mr. DYER. The commander in chief also?

Mr, SHERWOOD. The chairman of the committee, Mr.
‘Washington Gardner, said we ought to put in a resolution ask-
ing for $40,000,000 as a sort of something to aim at, and I agreed
to it.

Mr. CANNON.
question?

Mr, SHERWOOD. Yes, sir.

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, whoever of these soldiers
has $1,000 a year income does not get the advantage of the pro-
visions of this bill?

Mr. SHERWOOD. No, sir; he does not.

Mr. CANNON. Then, as I understand, all the 19,000 people
who are in the soldiers’ homes are excluded?

Mr. SHERWOOD. Twenty-three thousand,

Mr. CANNON. 1 do not believe there are that many. There
are 19,000, 1 think, of the Union soldiers in them.

Mr. SHERWOOD. It is 23,000, according to the report of the
Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. CANNON. Well, whether it is 19,000 or 23.000, they
do not get the advantage of this bill while they are in the sol-
diers' homes? ;

Mr. SHERWOOD. No, sir; they do not; and I will tell you
the reason why. This Is an emergency measure. They are all
drawing liberal pensions now. Formerly, when a similar bill
passed, it cost the Government $240 a year for every soldier in
the soldiers’ homes, and now it costs $400, and if you include
these soldiers you will give the inmates ef the soldiérs’ homes
$400 more in pensions and support than those outside.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a single remark
in his time? I am going to vote for this blll under suspension
of the rules. It is better than no bill a good deal, but I think it
does an injustice to the men who are receiving $1,000 income
and to the men in the soldiers’ homes, and I think the bill ought
to be amended. That is all I want to say. [Applause.]

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I want to know if it would be
in order to ask unanimous consent to double the time on each
side?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. RUCKER. Let me say that this is an important maiter,
and many of us want to talk on it. Therefore I ask unanimous
consent that the time may be extended so that each side will
have 40 minutes of debate.

Mr. SHERWOOD. That is perfectly agreeable to me.

The SPEAKER., The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker]
asks unanimous consent that the time be extended 20 minutes
a side, so that instead of having 20 minutes on a cide each side
will have 40 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. RUCKER. Will it be in order fo move—

Mr. LANGLEY. 1 yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Braxn].

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. As-
werL] withdraws his objection. 1s there objection to the length
of time for this debate being doubled, on the request of the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker]? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. BLAND. Now, I think T had three minutes, granted to
me by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Laxerey], and I
would like to ask him if he would make it six minutes now?

Mr. LANGLEY, Yes.

Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to a
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Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there are a half
(dozen men in this House that would say that this measure meets
with their approval, and it seems strange to me that the House
finds itself in a position where it can not have the opportunity
of amending the-bill it is now considering so as to meet the
approval of the House. Most of you gentlemen have slobbered
over the old soldier in your districts at home ; have told him how
anxious you were to vote for a dollar-a-day pension. Why,
indeed, some six years ago I was running for Congress against
a Member who sat on that side of the House, and he rose at a
soldiers’ reunion and said, “ Let me read from the CoNGRES-
sroNarn, Recomp. When I was in Congress, not long ago, the
CoxcreEssioNAL Recorp shows that I rose in my seat and the
Speaker said, ‘ For what purpose does the gentleman rise?’ and
I said, ‘I rise to amend the appropriation hill by adding on a
dollar a day for the old soldiers.” And,” he said, “ Gentlemen,
what do you think Jor Casxox said to me—your Representn-
tive. Why, Joe Canxwox said, * You are out of order,’ and I
had to sit down.”

You do not have to be out of order if you gentlemen are
sincere on that side of the House about getting the proper kind
of a pension bill reported here. The able gentleman from Con-
necticut [Mr. Tizson] last Saturday during the discussion we
had on pension matters pointed out clearly and unmistakably
how this bill could be considered. We adjourned at 4 o'clock
last Saturday afternoon, when it would have been clearly in
order for the chairman of the Invalid Pensions Committee to
have obtained recognition for the purpose of moving considera-
tion of this Dbill as privileged. The gentleman from Connec-
tient put it squarely up to that side of the House then and you
adjourned. And I want to say to you that the fact that you
are bringing it up this morning on suspension day shows you
are not in sympathy with giving the soldier that to which he
is entitled. I do not think the Speaker would deny the right
of bringing this bill up here as a privileged matter. It has as
high privilege as any bill has before this House to-day, and,
under the rules of the House, if the chairman of this com-
mittee should on any other day except when higher privileged
matters are being considered rise and ask that the bill be con
sidered it could be considered, and then you gentlemen would
have the opportunity of offering an amendment to give the
dollar a day that you have been promising the old soldier all
the time, I am looking into the faces of men on this side of
the Chamber who have bills introduced for “ dollar-a-day " pen-
sions, and yet you sit still and permit this kind of an affair
to be pulled off and bring this bill up under the suspension of
the rules and run it over us fellows and make us swallow whole
a bill that does not answer the requirements of a pension bill
at this time. Of course I will vote for it, for it is all you are
going to give us and it provides for an increase, which will help
some,

Now, gentlemen, what does this bill contain? It provides for
a $25 inimum, the same amount the widows are getting to-day.
It provides for a 30 per cent increase, a mere bagatelle, where
n man is old and is totally incapable of performing manual
labor. It also provides for no increase for a soldier with an
income of $1,000 including his pension, and if he is in a sol-
diers' home he can not get the increase.

As 1 remember, the chairman of the committee stated that
the legislative committee of the Grand Army of the Republic
was In favor of this bill, I have in my possession, and I will
insert in the REcorp here, if you ask it, letters from the National
Gramd Army of the Republic officers, which will show that
they positively oppose this bill and are for the provisions which
are contained in my separate reporf, which is a copy of the
Smoot bill in the Senate.

The SPEAKER. The tinte of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. LANGLEY. Alr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman one
minute more.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized
for one minute more.

Mr. BLAND. The amendment I proposed to offer to the bill
includes the provision of the Smoot bill, which provides for a
$30 minimum and a $40 maximuom, graduated between these
amounts in accordance with age and service, and not affecting
pensions of soldiers who get more than $40 per month. That is
the kind of bill you would get if you permitted that amendment,
and that is why you are bringing this bill up under suspension
of the rules. That shows the insincerity of that side of the
House on the pension question. Some of you are gritting your
teeth about it, and some Members of this House on your side
do not like the way this bill has come up. Some of you are in
favor of giving the soldier more money than the bill provides for.
You ought to have the nerve to get up in your places and say so.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman give me
ﬁﬁl?e resolution passed by some Grand Army post nganinst the

Mr. BLAND. I will give you plenty of letters in favor of the
Smoot bill and my proposed bill, and I will give you strong let-
ters agninst this bill, which I think you admit yourself is not
satisfactory,
- Mr. SHERWOOD. Can the gentleman. give me any resolution
passed by any Grand Army post against this bill? That is the
question. Has the gentleman any such resolution?

Mr. BLAND. I have such resolutions in favor of the other
bill—the Smoot bill. I have a communication from the National
Commander of the Grand Army saying that they »ye for fhe
Smoot bill, and that is what this House would have passed if

the gallant chairman of the committee had been granted per- .

mission to call this bill up as privileged when he asked for that
privilege.

Mr. SHERWOOD. He is not n member of the legislative
committee.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAxxox].

The SPEAKER. The geéntleman from Illinois Is recognized
for four minutes.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this bill, as I
indicated when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHERWOoOD] Was
kind enough to yield to me to ask him a question. I believe
that a bill of this kind ought to have been considered in the
House with opportunity for amendment. If so, I believe it
would have been amended in at least two particulars. I be-
lieve the $1,000 proposition would have been cut out, and I be-
lieve that the men in the soldiers’ homes—19,000 or 23,000 of
them, las the case may be—would be entitled to the benefits of
the bill.

The men in the Army that preserved the Union received all
the way from $13 to $15 a month. The men—privates—in the
present great world's contest receive $30 a month, and one-
half, or $15 more, for the dependent wife and from $5 to §S
more to the children. In addition to that, they get insurance
at the rate of $8 per thousand. Now, then, I am glad of it
We all voted for it. But let us recollect one thing, that therc
are less than, say, 300,000 men now surviving of that Grand
Army of 2,200,000 men that saved this Union. It was their
force. They are now in their old age. We are spending money
by the many billions. Dying, as they are, by multiplied thou-
sands, it seems to me that it is good polities for all the people,
Democrats and Republicans, men in the Army and in the Navy
in this great war, from the sentimental standpoint as well as
the just standpoint, that these people should not be cut out of
this pension bill, and it ought to be amended. That is all I
want to say. [Applause.]

Mr. LANGLEY, Mr, Speaker, does the gentleman yield back
any time?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields back one minute.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I have been asked by my
colleague from. Ohio in charge of the time to yield time on this
gide. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Ruecker].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized
for 10 minutes,

Mr. RUCKER. Mr, Speaker, I am heartily in accord with the
sentiments expressed by the distinguished gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Caxxox], who has just taken his seat. He presents
humane reasons, just reasons, for increasing the pension of the
soldiers.

I can not agree with the views expressed by the distinguished
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Boaxp]. Indeed, I think the gen-
tleman has betrayed his ignorance—and I do not use the word
offensively—his want of knowledge, of pension legislation. The
gentleman stands here in the presence of n distinguished and
gallant old Federal soldier, the chairman of the Committee on
Invalid Pensions, as true a friend as those composing the Grand
Army ever had [applause], and challenges the good faith of that
gentleman because he asks for the passage of this bill under
suspension of the rules. He alleges insincerity on the part of
Members on this side of the House.

Does thie gentleman recall that the Sulloway bill, which pro-
vided the highest rates of pension that any bill ever had pro-
vided up to that time, was passed in this body by Democratic
votes, was sent to a Republican Senate, and there met its death
in the arms of its supposed friends—the Senate, with a big
Republican majority? Why did not the Senate pass the Sullo-
way bill? Let the gentleman from Indiana answer. Then fol-
lowing the defeat of the Sulloway bill by a Republican Senate
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does not the gentleman recall the fact that soon after Demo-
crats came into power in the House this old chieftain, who
gallantly and bravely followed the flag for four years, Gen,
Suerwoop, brought in the Sherwood pension bill, under which
to-day millions of homes are made happy, because that Demo-
eratic pension bill—the Sherwood bill—provides the highest
rates of pension ever paid to soldiers in America? Again, does
not the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Braxp] know that the
Sulloway bill was passed in the House on a motion, made by a
Rtepublican, to suspend rules, just as the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. SpErwoon] is seeking to do now?

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. RUCKER. Yes. But make your question short. I have
not the time nor inclination to submit to cross-examination.

Mr. LANGLEY., The gentleman made a statement which T
think it is incumbent upon me to qualify. It is true that that
bill—the Sulloway bill—went to the Senate, but it is also true
that it was objected to by Democratic Members of the Senate.

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman’s party was in power in the
Senate and had the votes to pass the bill regardless of Demo-
cratic opposition if it had so desired. Let me say in regard to
the widows of old soldiers, the mothers of the boys who are
to-day fighting on the firing line in France, that they were
taken care of not by Republican action, but by Democratic
action, and it remained for my Democratic friend from Ohio,
Mr. AsHEBROOE, {0 bring in the best, because the most liberal,
bill ever passed granting pensions to widows.

Mr. BLAND. Who does the gentleman think should be en-
titled to the most credit for the last widows’ increase?

Mr. RUCKER. I do not think the amendment the gentle-
man refers to should have passed in the form it did. It is dis-
criminatory and unfair, as most all things are which are done
by Republicans. Nobody should get credit for it. Everybody
responsible for it should be blamed. If it had included other
meritorious classes of widows I would gladly give it my ap-
proval. Let us get rid of this rubbish.

The gentleman from Indiana ought to revise his knowledge of
pension legislation before he assaults on the floor of this House
one of the best friends the soldier ever had, Mr. SaErwoob, or
the Democratic Party, which has done more for the veterans
of our wars than the Republican Party ever did. But I am not
advocating the passage of this bill under suspension of rules.
The bill ought to be amended, and as it can not be amended
under this motion to suspend the rules I am going to vote
against it. 1f the pending metion is voted down, the biil ean
again be called up, as it is privileged, and then we will have
opportunity to at least consider amendments. Unlike my friend
from Indiana, I am not seeking votes. I am seeking only to
discharge my duty as I see it. I will not vote for the motion
to pass, under suspension, this bill in its present form, and I
will tell you why. No one will seriously question my fidelity
to the soldier, his widow or dependents. I do not object to
inereasing the pensions of soldiers where an increase is justified
or merited, but I do object to passing this measure without the
privilege of offering amendments, because there are some things
in the bill that are radieally wrong. [Applause.]

When I tell you the provisions I object to my Republican
friends probably will not applaud, because I think the gentle-
man who applauded never applauds anything which is really
right. [Laughter.] I object to the pending bill for this reason:
Under it and as it is written about $1,000.000 will be taken in
the form of taxation from the people of the United States, in
addition to all the great burdens that have already been placed
upon them, and will be sent to foreign lands to pay increase
of pensions to men who have not gazed on the Stars and Stripes,
many of them, in 25 years—probably not in 50 years.

Not only that, but some five or six hundred men living
in Germany and Austria-Hungary, where our boys are to-day
belng slain on the battle line, will draw increased pensions
if this bill passes. Those who prefer to live in a coun-
try which has insulted the dignity of our flag, murdered our
citizens, destroyed our commerece, and challenged the sover-
eignty of this great Republie would be beneficiaries under this
act. I, for une, speaking for myself alone, will never vote to
tax an American cifizen to pay more money into the coffers of
people who have turned their backs upon America and who pre-
fer to live in Germany or Austria-Hungary. I will not vote for
this bill for these reasons, and I give notice now that when the
general pension appropriation bill comes before the House I
will offer amendments which, if agreed to, will cut every for-
eigner off our pension rolls. I have stopped] voting to tax Ameri-
can citizens to pay pensions to foreigners.

Let me say to my IRepublican friends, wlio always profess love

for the soldier, when you had opportunity and power to really
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prove your friendship for the soldier you never brought in such
a bill as this. Why, when my distinguished friend from Illinois
[Mr. CanxNox] was Speaker of this House—and everybody
knows his will was the supreme law, and it, perhaps, ought to
Lave been, because he is the best man among you and knows
more than all of you, and I speak with great respect for him—
you did not do then what we have done since. It was not until
there was a Democrat in the Speaker’s chair and a Demoeratic
majority in the House that the initiative was takeén, the one
long step which brought joy and relief to the soldiers of our
land. I repeat, nobody questions my. friendship for the soldler.
I have done as much work for.the worthy old seldiers in my
district as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, Br.axp] has done for
those in his district. I have visited every home in my entire dis-
trict where affliction abides, where poverty dwells, where pain is
felt. I have gone into the homes of these old soldiers and I have
come back to Washington impressed with a sense of my duty,
and I have enjoyed the pleasure of casting a little sunshine
across the threshold of many a soldier’s home, and I am proud
to boast of it. But before I vote for this bill I ¢laim the right
to amend it, or at least to take the judgment of this House as to
whether we shall tax our people to-day, in addition fo the many
billions we are now putting upon them, to send money Into
Germany to pay people who are more enamorcd of German
kultur than they are of the glorious liberty guaranteed to all
by that flag and the blessing of world democracy for which our
boys are at this moment making the supreme sacrifice.

Mr. GALLIVAN, Mr. DYER, and Mr. BLAND rose.

Does the gentleman yield; and if so, to
whom?

Mr. RUCKER. I yield first to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. GAaLLivax], and then I will yield to the others.

Mr. GALLIVAN. Does -the gentleman think any inoney is
going to any pensioner in Germany at this time?

Mr. RUCKER. Oh, no; its transmission is suspended tein-
porarily, but yeu enact this bill into law, and as soon as we
lick the devil out of the Kaiser American money will go to Ger-
many again, and you know it, and I, for one, am not in favor
of its going now or hereafter.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask my colleague what
his judgment is with reference to sections 3 and 4 of the bill—
whether he thinks they are good legislation?

Mr. RUCKER. Seection 3 is the one I am talking about.

Mr. DYER. Section 3 is the section which provides that no
pensioner shall receive any benefits under this act if his net
income from all sources, including his pension, is $1,000 or more
per annuni.

Mr. RUCKER. I have an amendment which I hoped to offer
and put into this bill which provides for a minimum income
of $1,200 instead of $1,000, as written in the bill. I think $1,200
is low enough.

Mr. DYER. The gentleman knows he can not amend this bill.

Mr. GALLIVAN. You can by unanimous consent.

Mr. RUCKER.  But the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Garnivan | knows we can not get unanimous consgent.

Mr. BLAND. 1Is the gentleman going to vote not to give
the old =oldiers in his distriet whom he has visited tlie benefit
of this increase simply because he can not get what he wants?

Mr. RUCKER. No; the gentleman knows that is not my
attitude.

Mr. BLAND. That will be the result, will it not?

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman knows that I will exercise my
right as a Member of the House to introduce a bill and have
it referred to the committee of whieh this gallant old warrier
[Gen. Suerwoob] is chairman, and that commititee will report
it out if found to be meritorious. I will introduce bills for
overy meriforious soldier or widow in my distriet, and that
committee will report those bills to the House and they will
pass. I will take eare of the old soldiers in my district.

Mr. BLAND. Then the gentleman relies upon special bills to
take care of those in his district?

Mr. RUCKER. I want to take care of every one wlho needs
taking care of, because that is right; but it seems the gentle-
man wants to take eare of those who vote, because lie may need
votes. I do not care a fig whether they vote or not. I am for all
soldiers and widows who need help, whether they vete or do
not vote.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RUCKER. I yield to the gentleman from Tennesseo.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am sure the gentleman does
not want to leave the impression that this bill earries any new
legislation that would provide for the payment of pensions to
those who are citizens of a country which is now at enmity
with us. .
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Mr. RUCKER. I do not want to create the impression that
the pending bill carries any new law in that respect, but I do
want fo leave the impression that it increases the rates of
pension allowed to them under existing law. Is there any ques-
tion about that?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It increases the rate of pen-
sion which they are drawing under present law. 2

Mr. RUCKER. Yes; it proposes to increase the pensions
which foreigners are drawing under present law, and that is
what I am opposed to. I am opposed to increasing the pensions
of foreigners one penny. . If I had my way about it I would
never again take one single doMar out of the Federal Treasury
to pay pension to any man who has established his home in a
foreign land. [Applause.] Gentlemen can make what they
please out of that. Our people who continue to rally around
the flag have to pay the taxes, and those who have lost their
love for this country, its sublime privileges, its matchless bless-
ings, and its glory, should learn to depend upon the bounty of
that Government they find most congenial to them.

If this bill was belng considered under the ordinary rules of
the lgouse. I would offer the following as a substitute for sec-
flon 3:

8Ec. 3. That no pensioner shall be paid the increase of pension herein
authorized for any period during which he shall be an inmate of a
State or National home for soldiers, nor shall the provisions of this
act appl{ to any pensioner whose net annunal income, including the
pension he now recelves, is $1,200 or more, nor to any pensioner not
engaged in the service of the United States who has for five consecu-
tive years last past resided beyond the limits of the United States and
its possessions, * :

Mr. REED rose.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missourl yield
to the gentleman from West Virginia?

Mr. RUCKER. I had yielded to the gentleman from Tennes-
see [Mr, GARRETT].

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman’s time is rather
limited, so I will give way in favor of the gentleman from West
Virginia,

Mr, REED. What percentage of our pension money goes to
nonresidents of the United States?

Mr. RUCKER. IRoughly speaking I
$1,000,000 out of about $140,000,000.

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, n parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLAND. At the conclusion of the discussion on this
bill I want to ask if under the rules of the House it would be
proper to move to recommit with instructions to amend?

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules is a very
peculiar one. There are half a dozen motions which do not
apply to it, and the motion to recommit is one of them.

Mr. MAPES. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that at
the end of the debate I be allowed to make a motion to strike
out section 3. .

The SPEAKER. Of course, by unanimous consent anything
can be done.

Mr. MAPES. I submit that reguest for unanimous econsent.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that he be permitted at the end of the discussion
to make a motion to strike out section 3. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I object.

~ Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that
at the proper time I may make a motion to recommit the bill.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I object, Mr. Speaker, and I
demand the regular order.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Spenker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Wisconsin rise? .

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I move to strike out the last
word.

The SPEAKER. Debate has not yet expired.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask for recognition.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky and the
gentleman from Ohio control the time.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin., I ask unanimous consent to ask
two questions of somebody who knows something about the
matter.

The SPEAKIER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to propound two questions to somebody who knows
something about the bill.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I object.

Mr. LANGLEY, Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr, FUuLLER].

Mr. FULLER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this is a committee
hill, and it has been reported unanimously from the committee,
except that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Braxp] presents
minority views. The bill does not represent the wishes of some
members of the committee. It was passed by a majority vote

would say about

of the committee and has been reported here now, and the only
question is whether we are going to do anything for the relief
of the old soldiers by way of increasing pensions on aceount of
the greatly increased cost of living. Thag is what this bill is
for. To-day we are either going to pass this bill or nothing will
pass the House.

Of course the bill must go to the Senate. After the Senate
has acted on it it will undoubtedly go to a conference com-
mittee, and the bill that finally becomes a law, if any, will be
the bill reported from the conference committee, I nm myself
opposed to section 3, putting a limitation on the inerease going
to those who have an income of a thousand dollars and those who
may have been compelled to seek refuge in a soldiers’ home. I
would like to see those two provisions eliminated from the bill
before it becomes a law.

I am also in favor of the dollar-a-day pension for every old
soldier who served his term of enlistment and received an hon-
orable discharge. 1 think the minimum ought to be $30, and
when the bill eomes back from the Senate and from the con-
ference committee I hope that the minimum will be placed at $30
and that section 3 will be eliminated from the bill. I ask unani-
mons consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. s there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. FULLER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, of course, as this bill
now comes up under motion to suspend the rules, it is impossible
to have any amendments considered at this time. I am thercfore
decidedly in favor of passing the bill now, as it is, and leave the
question of amendment to the Senate. If it were in order I
would offer or support an amendment to make the minimum
pension $30 per month and to strike out the provision denying
the increase to those who may happen to have an income of
$1,000 and to those who may be any part of the time in a soldiers’
home, and this for the reason that such provision would require
proof to be made in every case, and thus cause delay and hard-
ship to every old soldier who would be entitled to the increase.
In my opinion the extra work entailed on the Pension Bureau
and the extra cost would far exceed the amount saved to the
Government by reason of those provisions. Even a more serious
objection is the delay that would be caused in adjudieating the
many cases that would be presented to the bureaun. Most of the
old soldiers need this increase, and need it now. The law
should operate immediately and automatically, without the
necessity of making any new proofs, so that the increase granted
would be received in the lifetime of the beneficiaries. Under
this bill as it is presented here thousands otherwise entitled
will have passed away before the new proofs required could be
completed and their claims passed upon by the pension oflicials.
So I hope that when the bill comes back from the Senate it will
not contain the provisions to which most of us are opposed.
What relief we give to the old heroes of the Civil War should be
given now, with no strings attached. In these days of stress
and trial it is fitting that we shounld deal justly and generously
with: the still surviving soldiers of a former generation, who
gave or offered all they had for their and our country. We
are now engaged in another great war, the greatest and most
fearful of all time. As we deal with the country's defenders
of the past, 0 may the young heroes of to-day know that they
will ever be held in grateful remembrance by a free and liberty-
loving people, who will back them, if need be, with the last
dollar while they are fighting the battles of humanity, and for
all time in the future,

Ar. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr. TowxEegr].

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, I regret that there is any ap-
pearance, even, of partisanship in the determination of this
question. I think I have the right to say, as the gentleman
from Missouri has said, that it is a matter to be regreited that
this bill comes before us under such circumstances as prevent
its amendment. It could have easily been presented so that it
would receive full consideration of the IHouse and give the Mem-
bers an opportunity to express their real views in regard to
the matter. I believe personally that the amounts contained
in the bill are too small. I think there are two or three pro-
visions in the bill that are unfair and unjust.

I concur in the criticism of the gentleman from Missourl
[Mr. Rucker] on this bill. I think there are other ecriticisms,
but I am certainly so strongly in favor of increase in pensions
and so anxious that it shall be brought about as guickly as
possible that I can not take the responsibility of voting against
the bill. I shall vote for it, regretting the fact that it does not
more nearly express the real ideas and views of the member-
ship of this House. I regret that it comes before us under the
circumstances that will prevent amendments being offered.
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Mr. KEY of Ohlo. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. TOWNER.. Yes.
Mr. KEY of Ohio. Is it not a fact that your party cﬁuc‘u&_lcd

on this bill?
Mr, TOWNER. Yes.
Mr. KEY of Ohio. Does not the gentleman think that that

would have something to do in creating the bitterness and feel-
ing along that line?

Mr. TOWNER. I will say that it might. I am not now voic-
ing any reproaches as to anybody regarding anything that has
been done., 1 am expressing my personal regret at the circum-
stances under which this bill is presented. I ecan not believe
that the gentleman from Ohio would, for the purpose of recrimi-
nation, do an unjust act in this body by putting the bill through
without an opportunity for amendment. I do not believe it fair
or just that the bill should be put through under suspension of
the rules so as to prevent amendment and allow an opportunity
for the House to express its real sentiments.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BLAND, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ask
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEY] a question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. Is
thiere objection?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the time has been equally di-
vided between the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from
Eeniucky. Let the gentleman from Indiana get his time from
one of those gentlemen. I object and will continue to object to
any such request.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from \Wisconsin [Mr. CooPEr].

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for
these three minutes primarily for the purpose of putting a ques-
tion to the gentlieman from Ohio [Mr. AsaBrook], in charge of
the time on the Democratic side. Would this bill, if enacted
into law, result in the payment of increased pensions to any
citizen of Bulgaria, Germany, Austria-Hungary, or Turkey?

Mr. ASHBROOK. 1 think without doubt it would increase
the pensions of all soldiers alike, but their pensions are held up
pending this war. At the conclusion of the war I presume they
would be entitled to receive the increase.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But if we do not pass this bill
the Union soldiers who are now residents of Ireland or Eng-
land or France would also have their increases held up?

Mr. COX. Obh, no; they are getting their pensions right
along to-day.

Mr. C(}OPER of Wisconsin.
held up?

Mr, COX.' No.

Mr. ASHBROOK. No.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Gentlemen can see why I have
asked the question. There seems fo be a difference of opinion
as to what the defeat of the bill would mean.

Mr. COX. Mr, Saltzgaber before the committee said that all
foreign soldiers were getting pensions except those living in
Germany and Austria.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; but this bill provides, in
effect, for increases for all of them except those living in enemy
countries, and therefore if the bill should be defeated the Union
veterans now living in England, France, or Ireland——

Mr, ASHBROOK. Or the United States,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Or the United States, would not
receive increased pensions,

Mr. ASHBROOK. That is true.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Therefore, I am going to vote
for the bill, because, in my judgment, any man not now an
enemy of the United States or living in an enemy country, who
in the awful years of 1861 to 1865 risked his life to help save
this Republic is entitled to everything that ean possibly be
given him, in justice, from the Treasury of the United States.
[Applause.] DBut the gentleman from Missouri, Judge RUucker,
in criticizing the bill, deelared that he is not willing to pay
pensions to men now living in other countries, men who, as
he said, “do not live under that flag.” And yet I presume
that in the dark days of 1861 to 1865 the gentleman was en-
tirely willing that those soldiers should go out under that flag
to protect him and to save from destruction the country of
which he is now a citizen. He did not, at that time, say to
those brave men, “ Before you go forth to fight we want to
know whether you are always going to live here, because if
you are not always going to live here when we come to pension
the saviors of the Nation we will omit you.”

The SPEAKER., The time of the gentleman from Yisconsin
has expired.
bnllﬂr. COOPER of Wisconsin,

But their increases would be

Mr. Speaker, I shall vete for the

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr, Speaker, T yield two minutes to the gen-

tleman from Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN].
- Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, in the years to come T am sure
I will look back upon my service in this House and rejoice over
the fact that I have never lost an opportunity to favor by speech
and vote every measure in the interest of the Union soldlers
and the widows of those who have passed away. It has always
been a labor of love with me to aid by legislation the brave men
who preserved this great Republie, the envy and admiration of
all the rest of the world. While our new soldiers are now on
the soil of our sister Republic of France, fighting to make the
world safe from German military conquest and misrule it is well
for us here in Congress to pause long enough to honor and do jus-
tice to those in our midst who fought and suffered on the battle
fields that the American Union should not perish and that the
blessings of liberty, justice, and equality should be handed down
to us and our posterity. This is the richest and most prosperous
country in all the world; its resources and wealth unequaled.
This has been made a reality by the courage, sacrifices, and lives
of the Union soldiers led to victory by Grant, Sherman, and
Thomas on land and by our naval commanders, Farragut ard Por-
ter. This Nation has never paid in full and can not its great debt
to those who followed the Stars and Stripes from sixty-one to
sixty-five. The bill we are now considering, entitled “ Increasing
rates of pensions of soldiers and sailors of the Civil War,” seeks
to do justice, but it does not go far enough, and the rules of this
House do not permit an amendment except by unanimous con-
sent, and this has been refused.

Mr. Speaker, when this bill returns from the Senate, in my
judgment, it will earry an amendment providing a minimum
pension of $30 and a maximum pension of $40, an increase of
50 per cent. Such action on the part of the Senate will place
the Members of this House in the attitude of originally opposing
these figures, and in the end we will agree to the Senate amend-
ments, Therefore I think it Is unfair, under the parliamentary
procedure of the House, that we can not do in the beginning that
which we will in the end be forced to do, if we have any legis-
lation on the subjeet, and the credit for n just pension increase
will redound to another body of Congress. None of the pen-
sioners under the provisions of this bill are less than 70 years
of age, and when we congider the high cost of the necessities of
life, the increased rates in this bill, in the judgment of every
just, impartial man, are not sufficient. In normal times, prior
to the present war, the Grand Army of the Republic favored
a minimum pension of $30—$1 a day—and I have no doubt that
Members on both sides, in and out of Congress, approved and
indorsed that just proposition, and not only favored it but
would have so voted had the opportunity presented itself, If
it was just and reasonable in times of peace to have a minimum
pension of $30, how can we escape an approval of the proposition
that in these extraordinary times, when everything entering into
the living of an ex-soldier, now beyond the period of earning
capacity, is tremendously higher—higher than ever before—the
man over 70 years of age should receive an increase and should
have more than the minimum pension—8$25—now paid to the
widow of a soldier.

This may be the last general pension bill the American Con-
gress will pass for the fast-disappearing members of the Grand
Army of the Republic, and this should be an additional and
convineing reason why the measure should be absolutely just,
free from criticism, and a well-deserved tribute to the wvalor,
the courage, the heroic work, and the invaluable services of the
brave American soldiers who saved and preserved the Republic
and who will remain with us but a very brief time,

Not only should a 50 per cent increase be provided for exist-
ing pensions, as advocated by the XEd. Maynard and the Mc-
Kinley Grand Army of the Republic Posts, of Knoxville, Tenn.,
and thousands of similar organizations throughout the country,
but the objectionable section 3 in the pending bill should be
stricken out. I am confident we can rely upon the Senate to
perform this meritorious act, even if we are not permitted
to do so here under the parlinmentary rules governing this body
without defeating the bill.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I will say that, while the pending
bill does not go far enough in the way of increases, it means
legislation for the interest and benefit of the survivors of the
Union Army, and with all their other friends I will cheerfully
vote for its passage, confident the Senate will return it, and
that in the end if will meet the full expectations of the soldiers
and their friends in and out of Congress.

. The action of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in reporting
and pressing this bill should be an inspiration to the Committee
on Pensions to get busy and redeem the promises made to the
soldiers who served in our War with Spain. Justice and fair
play demands that they be given their day in court, and the
reasonable legislation they have requested at the hands of the
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American Congress be passed before the final adjournment.
[Applause.]

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take just one
minute of the time in my control for the purpose of stating that
I am advised by friends on the other side of the House that
my answer to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] as
to whether or not the benefits of this bill would apply to soldiers
residing in all foreign countries nlike had been misunderstood.
I thought I made myself clear that this bill does apply to all
goldiers alike, and, of course, those who reside in countries at
war with this country will not now receive the increase under
this bill, but neither do they receive the pensions due them under
existing law, but at the conclusion of the war they doubtless
will be entifled to the pension due them under existing law
and the benefits of this bill, if it becomes a law, as I hope that
it will.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Then I desire to use one minute more. I
want to say that for some time past that I have been giving a
good share of my attention to the widows of old soldiers, and
have a bill on the calendar to amend the widows' pension law,
and hope to secure its passage to-day, but I am just as much in
favor of good liberal pensions for the old soldiers as their
widows., T am strongly in favor of this bill, because 1 believe
it is the best bill we can hope to pass at this time, but I would
vote for larger pensions if I thought it would not endanger the
passage of the bill,

Mr. Speaker, I think the old soldiers do not need any reas-
surance frgm me that I am their friend and am in favor of liberal
pensions, During my 11 years of service in this House I have
availed myself of every opportunity to do all that I could to help
cheer and brighten the homes of the old veterans and their de-
pendents, I feel that it Is as little as I can do to do all that
I ean for those who risked their lives to preserve the Union of
‘States. These old veterans were paid a pittance in cheap money
for hardships and sufferings the younger generation, I fear,
too often fail to appreciate. And now in their last days, when
they are dropping off at the rate of more than 3,000 per month,
with their energies spent, practically all helpless and dependent,
I would feel that I was not a good loyal American citizen should
I fail to champion their rights justly due them from this great
Government which they preserved. I am in faver of paying the
boys who are engaged in the present great struggle for liberty
and humanity liberally and to provide every comfort possible
as a slight recompense for their sacrifices, but we must not,
even during this great emergency, forget the old boys of sixty-one
to sixty-five, who are sitting helpless and dependent waiting
for the final roll call, which is near at hand for all of them. But,
Mr, Speaker, I will not be a party to any camouflage that will
likely defeat a pension bill at this session of Congress by voting
for a big pension which I know will have little chance to become
a law. I have done everything I could as a member of the
Committee on Invalid Pensions to hasten this legislation. I
believe this is a very good bill, and I am therefore glad to sup-
port it. When the bill comes from conference I will cheerfully
vote for any bill the conferees agree upon. I am in favor of
liberal pensions, but I am for a half loaf rather than no loaf
at all.

I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARR-
HART].

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much that the
charge of lack of fairness against the veteran of this House, the
gentleman from Ohio, Gen. Saerwoop, should have come from
my own State of Indiana, if I understood it right, I believe
when my colleague considers the matter, he will change his
remarks In that respect and give credit to our colleague, this old
veteran——

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. I have not the time.

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman does not want to be unfair.

Mr. BARNHART. I ecan not yield with only two minutes.

Mr, BLAND. The gentleman does not want to put that state-
ment in the Recorp, does he?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt the gentle-
man without his consent.

Mr. BARNHART. The provisions of this bill are a great im-
provement over the pension law now existing. I understand
that it carries an increase of practieally 30 per cent in the pen-
sgion rating. I wish it might be amended In one and
that would be by striking out the bar of pensioners with in-
comes of $1,000 or more. I have never been in favor of penal-
izing thrift. It has always seemed to nie that when you find a
man who has so conducted his affairs as ta provide a little
security for the proverbial rainy day of old age, he ought not

to be denied the same reward as his fellow comrade and that the
increase in rate should be given only to those who have not been
quite so frugal or so careful about the future. I trust this pro-
vision of the bill may be amended. The other feature which
bars from the provisions of this bill the residents of soldiers’
homes appeals to me as fair and right. A man who takes refuge
in a soldiers’ home, I understand, is given about $400 a year in
subsistence by his Government.

Mr. ASHBROOK. It costs the Government that much.

Mr. BARNHART. It costs the Government $400 a year to
support him in the soldiers’ home. Now, the man who remains
at home and supports himself certainly ought to have a higher
rate of pension than the one who depends upon the Gevernment
for his living. [Applanse.] Justice between man and man fixes
that clearly as this bill does if I know justice when I see it.

I wish this increase might be larger, but the committee feels
that this bill probably takes as much from the Treasury as
Congress and the country would approve at this time of so much
need for money, and when everybody is being asked to deny
themselves by helping their Government to win the war which
now besets us,

DBut, Mr. Speaker, I want to register my protest against this
seeming effort to play politics against the Democratic Congress,
which has given the old veterans and their widows large increases
in their pensions. It always seems to me sacreligious to attempt
to play politics with religion and unpatriotic to play polities
with the interests of the veterans who fought to save our
country. The inferential charge here by some of my colleagues
from Indiana that the Democratic administration is unfriendly
to old soldiers is unwarranted, and I believe that every fair-
minded old soldier in our eountry will so regard it.

Let us give these deserving old veterans all we ean possibly
afford, but let us do it with patriotic gratitude rather than
with political design. Gen. SEErwoon, who won his way to a
generalship from the rank of private, may be depended upon to
treat his comrades liberally and fairly, and I believe he is doing
it in this bill.

Mr. LANGLEY. DMr, Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer].

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, it is quite a lot of nerve for the
Democrats to claim credit for pension legislation when their
action in this matter, as well as in others, is so apparent.
There are individual Democrats of this House as good friends
of the veterans as are the Republicans, but the Democratic
Party has not been, and its record is against the veterans and
pensions. I cite facts and the CoNGRESsIONAL REcorp to prove
this, The Sherwood bill—the act of May 11, 1912—has been
referred to in this debate, and the Democrats claim credit for
it in toto. I.et us see what are the facts as to this: The answer
is that, on the passage of the Sherwood bill in a House in
which the Democrats had a majority of 69, only 97 Democrats
out of a total membership of 225 voted for the bill, while 130
Republicans voted for it, and of the 93 votes cast against the
bill 90 were Democrats. This was in the Sixty-second Congress.
The Senate was in control of Republicans. There, on the
passage of the bill, 40 Republicans voted for it and only 11
Democrats. All of the votes cast against the bill—16—were
cast by Democrats.

On the conference report the vote in the Honse is equally sig-
nificant. The conference report was agreed to—yeas 170, nays
57. Of the 176 votes for the report, 99 were Republicans and
77 were Democrats. All but one of the 57 votes against the re-
port were cast by Democrats; the other negative vote was ecast
by Mr. KexT, an Independent. There was no record vote in the
Senate on the conference report. If anybody doubts the accu-
racy of these figures, let him examine and analyze the votes for

| himself. They may be foumd on pages 284, 285, 4015, and 6242

of the Coxcressionar Recomp for the second session of t.h:e
Sixty-second Congress.

The bill was approved by a Republican Presldt—'.[‘aft—on
May 11, 1912.

Mr. Speaker. upon the single fact that Gen. Smerwoop, o
Democrat, reported the age-service pension act from the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions, every Republican member of which
supported it enthusiastieally, rests the entire claim of the Demo-
ceratic Party to the eredit of passing that law. Whereas if it
had not been for Republicans, who have always consistently
been the real friends of the soldiers, the law would not have
been passed. Even with the name of the distinguished Gen.
Suaerwoob attached to it, there would have been no hope of its

passage without Republican support. As an individual I give

Gen, SHERWooD all due praise, and I commend the Democrats
whe followed him. But the action of these individual Demo-
erats is an exception that proves the rule, The historical atti-
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‘tude of ‘the Demonratic Party as a party has been and Is op-
posed to a liberal pension system, as shown by the votes of a
majority of Democrats in Congress whenever the anatter has
been put to the test. Decause certain individual Democrats
have voted now and then for more liberal pensions that dees not
reflect the true position of their party. Certain individual Pemo-
erats may justly be proud of their own votes on pension legisla-
tion, but they can not point with pride to the record of fhe
Demoeratic Party as -a whole. For that record, covering over
B0 years' time, will not snstain their cluim. ©On the contrary, it
is not a record of which any Democratic friend of the soldier—
even Gen. SHenwoop himself—ean boast or to svhich he ean
point with pride.

I am for increasing the pensions of the old soldiers to the ex-
tent that not a single one of them or their dependents shall be
in want. But I am opposed to section 3, which withholds the
benefit of this increase from the veterans who have an income
of §1,000 a year or are living in soldiers’ homes. This will work
a hardship on many, as some of them have wives and other
dependents that they are bound to support. The House woted
against a similar provision in a pension-increase bhill several
years ago after due consideration. We want to do the best we
-ean for these old herves., Polities should not enter into discus-
gion of this bill, and I have regretted to see politics even hinted
at by my collengue, Judge Mucker, and the gentleman from
Indiann, Mr. Bagxnaart. Both of these gentlemen are friends
of the old soldiers. No one doubts that. 8o are those on the Tte-
publican side friends of the veterans. Watch the vote to-day
and see where the votes come from that oppose this increase,
You will not find a single one on the RHepublican side, but there
will be seme on the Democratic side.

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that we must consider this biil ‘in the
present manner, but every effort has been made not only by the
distinguished chairman of this committee, ‘Gen. ‘SHERwooD,
whom every man in this House loves and respects, but every
effort was made by geutlemen of the committee on this side—
Mr. Lancrey and Mr. Braxp—to have this matter considered
in the House in such g 'way that amendments might be offered
and considered and voted upon, but the Demacratic leaders
upon the other side did not want this bill considered that way.
‘They are men who generally have always voted against pension
legislation of every kind for the old soldiers. They have taken
the whip hand and refuse us the permission to do that,

Now, Mr. Speaker, T want to refer to the so-called Sulloway
bill of the Bixty-first Congress, which passed the House and

failed in the Senate. That bill was an age-and-serviee bill; it
required a minimum service .of 90 days and allowed very liberal
rates of inerease, The bill passed the Republican House with-
It has been contended by Democrats that

:out a record vote,
the Republiecan PParty wwas responsible for lts failure in the
Senate. This is nntrue, and, in support of what I say, I refer
‘to the remarks:of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Lancrey],
who is as fumiliar with the facts as he is with pension legisla-
tion, having had leng experience In such matters both in the
Penslon Burenn and in Congress,
Mr, Lancrey, on May 18, 1014, said:

The CoxoressioNal Recomp shows repeatedd offorts of MRepublican
Senators to get the bill considered and passed and that these offorts
awere bloeked by Democratic ‘Senators. I ask you to look at (2883
«of the Recorp of February 18, 1911. Benator Beott, of West Virginia,
n Republican, asked unanimous consent to take up the bill, and Senator
OveERMas, a Demoerat, from North Carolina, objected. Thereupon
Senator Scott ‘moved to take up the bill notwithstanding the ol -
tion. There were 49 votes in favor of this motion, and 406 of them
were ‘Republicans; there were 35 votes against the motion, and 28
of them were cast by Democrats. The Reconp also shows that the
action of the Demoerntic Benators prevented a final vote on the pas-
.sage of the bill at that time. Again, on the 4th of March followiny
(sec pp. 43204821 of the REcorn), the last day of the session and
the 1ast chanee the bill had to become a law in that Congress, a Re-
publican Benator, Mr. Contis, of Kansas, asked unanimous consent to

ake up the bill, aud objection was made by Mr. Gorp, o Democrat.
from klahoma. A Republican ‘Senntor then moved to take it up
notwithstanding ‘this objection, ard the wvote -on that motion showed
practically ‘the same Ba itlenl alignment ms it did on the other ocea-
slon referred to, .on Febroary 18. 1 wigkh that every -soldier in the
country and thelr relatives and friends knew the exact truth nbout the
entire procedure in connection with that bill

Mr. Speaker, actions speak louder than words, Delated
declarations .of Iatter-day Democrats can not change the rec-
ord. Our splendid pension system, which has no precedent in
the world’s history, and no peer in justice and generosity among
the nations of the earth, is a.distinetively Repuiblican ivstitution.

Worils are but leaves

Pweeds are fruits.

Worids are , lke the wind,
Faithfnl fricnds are hard to find.

The Remiblican Party points to ‘its deeds in ‘behall of the
Nation’s defenders and fheir widows as a guaranty that it
still holds to the seutiment which on a great bauner met the

‘bill,

gaze ‘of the soldiers and sailors of the Union Army and Navy
'“'81{13?) marched down Pennsylvania Avenue, in this city, May 27,
A865:

“There is one debt this Nation ‘owes which It can never pay; that is
the debt it owes to its soldiers and sallors.

[Applause.]

Mr. ASHUROOK. Mr., Speaker, hiow much time have I re-
maining?

The SPEAKER. Eighieen minutes.

Mr. LANGLEY. How much haye I?

The SPEAKER. Twenty-tavo minutes. .

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, how many minutes were there
to each side.

The S’EAKER. TForty.

Mr. LANGLEY., I will yield to the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. Kixgamn],

Mr. ASHEROOK. Mr. Speaker, J am glad to have that time,
but T am afraid a mistake has been made in the ealeulation of
time. My understanding was that we had 40 minutes on a side.

The SPEAKER. You did have;-the gentleman has more time
‘than he thought.

Mr.KINKAID. Mr. Speaker, T intend 'to vote Tor the pending
However, it is not satisfactory to me in some respects. I
regret that no opportunity will be afforded under the rules to
offer an amendment to strike out section 3. 1 regret no oppor-
tunity will be afforded to propose an amendment to increase the
minimum to'$30 a month.

Bver since T have been a1 Member of this body I have con-
tended that what was going to be done for soldiers of the Civil
War, what was going to be given them to lessen their burdens
in their declining years, should be accorded without delay. in
‘view of the fact that, very maturally, the meortality rate was
increasing each sueceeding year. 1 have 'believed all 'the time
‘that proper increases should be provided for 'by an amendment
of ‘the general law rather than to Teave it to the uncertainty and
delay of providing for manifestly meritorious cases by separate
bills introduced for the relief of a single veteran. TEven in such
cases as these it has been the observation of Members who
have ‘enjoyed considerable service that the great majority of
those so provided for have lived but n short time to receive the
benefits. T have all ‘the time regarded as fallaclons and ecold-
‘blooded and very unjust that justice to the soldiers of the Civil
War in the form of pensions should be deferred for the reason
merely that the aggregate of appropriations for all purpeses
for ‘the particular session of Congress would be too large to
permit of it, when a bumane consideration would commend
granting to 'these patriots their just mead, though it be required
that bends be issued for that purpose, which would not have been
required,

Mr, Speaker, T am going to -vote for this bill just as it is,
containing the features objectionable to me, because the parlia-
‘mentary situation will mot permit of an amendment. and that
there will be no other opportunity afforded during the present
‘session to take up and pass it under a rules situation more
favorable than that which now exists. But T shall vote for it
in contemplation or expectation that the Smoot bill will bhe
passed in the Senate, and that a conference will vesult on the
two bills wherehy the ‘better provisions of each will be adopted
with the objectionable features eliminated. I hope this may
result in the adoption of the minimum of $30 vontained in the
Smoot bill and at thé same time the preservation of the maxi-
mum of 850 contained in the Sherwood bill. T am opposed also
to the restriction contained in section 3 of the Sherwood bill
denying the benefit of ‘the act to the pensioner whose net annual
income is more than §1,000, one of the principal reasons heing
‘the incumbrance which would thereby be added to the ndminis-
tration of the law by the investigations to be made of the
amount of net incomes of all pensioners covered by the act,
with the consequence of great expense and delay in granting the
benefits to these Tound entitled thereto,

Ar, Bpeaker, in my Judgment an increase of the rates of pen-
sions of soldiers of the Civil War is very desirable, not only so
but highty expedient, and I favor passing the Sherwood bill
now. [Applause.]

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, T yield one minute to the gen-
fleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rospixs].

Mr. ROBBINS, Mr. Speaker, there is more demand in my
gection of the United States Tor n reasonable increase of pen-

|| sions to the old soldiers than any other one piece of legislation

except actunl war Tegislation. The purchasing power of a dollar
has decreased to less than GO cents on 2 dallar, and yet we have
not increased the pensions of the old soldiers to keep up with ‘that
decrease. They are dying at the rate of 38.252 per year, which
was the death rate during 1917. If we do not do something for
‘them now we might as well abandon all intention to do anything
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for them, beeause they will soon all be gone. Here we have this
pension bill in a position to-day so that we can not amend it or
properly consider it. FForty minutes to consider a pension bill
when there are 62,133 veterans in Pennsylvania demanding con-
sideration of this bill and favorable action thereon.

It is simply a parliamentary ouirage that this bill is to be
put throngh to-day under suspension of the rules, which forbids
amendment, instead of having it taken up to-morrow under a
rule for that purpose, wien we could amend it. It ought to be
amended to increase it to $30 a month as a minimum rate for
every soldier, no matter what his service may have been or the
duration of such service, provided he had an honorable dis-
charge. :

Let us now briefly review the provisions of this proposed act.

This pension act is designated as I 1. 9959, entitled “A bill
increasing the rates of pensions of all sailors and soldiers of the
Civil War.”

The bill is confined to and deals only with the soldiers and
saflors of the Civil War and increases the pensions of these
a8 follows: 3 .

Section 1 provides that any person who served in the naval or
military service of the United States during the Civil War and
was honorably discharged and who is now in receipt of a pension
or who shall hereafter be granted a pension, under the provisions
of any general or special law, and is entitled to a pension of less
than $25, shall hereafter be $25 per month. This provision will,
of course, grant the minimum sum of $25 a month to all honor-
ably discharged soldiers and sailors of the Civil War who served
90 days.

Paragraph 2 of section 1 provides that in case such person
attain the age of 70 years and had served one year his rate shall
he $26 per month; for one and one-half years, $28 per month;
two years, $30 per month ; two and one-half years, $31 per month ;
three years or over, $32.50 per month. This, of course, pensions
all soldiers and sailors who have attained the age of 70 years
according to the amounts given.

Paragraph 3 of section 1 provides that all who have attained
the age of 75 years and served 90 days shall be pensioned at $27
per month ; those who served six months, $29 per month; one
year’s service, $31 per month; one and one-half years, $35 per
month ; two years and over, $39 per month. This applies to all
the veterans of said war who are over 70 years of age and served
ns above stated.

Paragraph 4 of section 1 provides that any person who served
in the military or naval service of the United States during the
Civil War and received an honorable discharge and who was
wounded in battle or in line of duty and is now unfit for manual
labor by reason thereof, or who from disease or other causes in-
curred in line of duty, resulting in his disability, is now unable to
perform manual labor, shall be paid at the rate of $39 per
month, without regard to length of service or age.

This is a very important provision and is intended to cover all
who served in the Civil War and were honorably discharged,
and who from icounds or distease resulting in disability which
rendered them unable to perform manual labor shall receive $39
per month regardless of length of service or age. This is a
provision intended to take care of the disabled veterans of the
Civil War and is in the direction of what is just and fair. The
only eriticism I have to make of this provision is that it is not
suflicient. It ought to, taking into consideration the purchasing
power of money, be at least $50 per month. The purchasing
abllity of -the dollar is now reduced to 60 cenfs, measuring by
the necessaries it will buy, hence this pension instead of being
$39 per month is, in truth and In fact, only $26 per month, de-
dueting the one-third as the depreciation of the dollar in its
purchasing ability. Hence this is not suflicient to support in
comfort the veterans who are disabled. This item should be
increased to $50 per month in all fairness,

Section 2 of this bill states a mathematical problem as to the
method of inereasing pensions, and provides that all honorably
discharged soldiers of the Army and Navy of the Civil War,
and who are now pensioned at the rate of $20 per month, shall
receive in lien thereof a rate to be fixed by the Secretary of the
Interior in multiples of 50 cents nearest approximating 30 per
eent additional, and provides that the increase shall not exceed
850 and that no pension heretofore granted shall be reduced.
The method of stating this increase is rather obscure. The pur-
pose of this section Is to give 30 per cent increase of all pensions
over $20 per month nearest the multiple of 50 cents. That is,
if the pension Is $20 per month, the rate will be $26; if it is $22
per month, it will be instead of $6.60, $6.50, or $28.50 per month;
if the pension is $27 per month, instead of the increase being
£8.10 it will be $8, or £35 per month.

Seection 8 of the bill is a limitation providing that no pen-
sioner shall receive the benefit of this act for any period while
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he is an inmate of any State or National soldiers’ home, and
that no pensioner who has a net annual income from all sources
of $1,000 per year shall receive the benefit of this act. This
section is wrong and should be stricken out entirely.

Section 4 provides that the inerease shall begin from the date
of the approval of this act, and in cases of original pensions
hereafter allowed from the date of commencement of such pen-
sjons.

Secttbn 5 provides that no attorney shall be recognized unid
no attorney fees shall be paid for the presentation or prosc-
cution of any claim under the provisions of this act.

This detailed analysis of the bill makes clear its several pro-
visions and purposes.

A brief application of its provisions to the facts will cunble
those interested to determine whether thig is the hest possible
act that could be devised for the rellef of the soldiers nud sailors
of the Civil War. It is not. It falls far short of meeting (he
needs of our veterans. -

The report of the Commissioner of Iensions for the year eml-
ing June 30, 1917, shows that there are now on the pension roll
673,111 pensioners of all classes, and that during the fiseal year
1917 the loss by death smounted to 83,232, or n decrease of 9.2
per cent, and that this rate of losses is slightly less than the
annual loss for each fiscal year Back as far as 1010, the death
rate varying from 33,000 to 36,000 per year in round nunbers.
Hence the number of pensioners is rapidly decreasing, and with
their advancing years their wants are naturally becoming nore
pressing, and the high cost of living and the depreciation in the
purchase power of money has caused their wants to become
more acute and the suffering of these old veterans to be keener
each year. For them to procure the necessaries of life in many
instances is becoming a serious task.

It is very important, therefore, that when we come to the
question of legislation for their relief as a class that the relief
proposed should he adequate and suflicient.

By the act of October G, 1017, all soldiers’ widows wlo married
prior to June 27, 1905, were granted a pension of $25 per month,
which in many Instances is more than the soldiers themselves
receive. I am not erlticizing this; it is right. Congress, how-
ever, did not intend to act unfairly with the old sailors and
soldiers of the Civil War. It is therefore obligatory now that
this apparent inequaliiy be promptly cured by increasing the
soldiers’ pensions,

The application of this bill to the veterans would be as follows :

Increase to $25 per month (72€19 men)_________________ 88, 556, 077
Increase on acconnt of age and length of service (223,209 20,169, 970
, 159,

2, 999, 520

Total (326,347 men) 29, 715, 567

By this increase the veterans who would have an income of
over $1,000 a year would be stricken from the pension roll, and
those who have died since June 3, 1917—probably 25,000—would
alzo reduce the aggregate amount of the penslons, so that if it
is a question of what it will cost to put this act in force it wonld
entail an increase in pension appropriations of only about
$22,000,000 the first year, which amount would decrease rapidly
with each passing year. i

This certainly is not very much money to appropriate for the
soldiers and sailors of the War of the Rebellion, who preserved
this Nation, when we are appropriating billions of dollars at
this time, and inereasing the pay rolls of Government employees
because of the high cost of llving. I submit that the pensions
of Civil War veterans should be figured on a basis of the mini-
mum of $30 per month, or a dollar a day for each soldier. I shall
vote for any amendment that will bring about such increase in
this bill; that is, I believe the basis upon which these pensions
should be figured because of the high cost of living and the low
purchasing power of money at this time. .

Our debt to the soldiers of the Civil War ean never be repald,
no matter how much we proclaim our gratitude or how much
money we give them., The average age of the Civil War veterans
is now 73 years.

If Congress intends to help them in thelr declining years,
now is the time. Every dollar in the Treasury of the United
States is there because the soldiers of the War of the Rehellion
fought and suffered and died to put it there. We have our
country because our soldiers made it possible for us to have it.
I am going to vote for this bill because it is better than the
present law and for the further reason that I believe that
the Senate will amend it and In some measure do justice to our
heroes of the Civil War. We have been liberal with our sol-
diers who are now fighting in this righteous war. Now let us
be but just, for we can never be too liberal with our honored
veterans of the Civil War. : .

men)
General law and speclal acts increased 30 per cent (30,519
men) -...- L L7
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Mr. LANGLEY. My, Chairman, I yield two minufes to the
gentleman from California [Mr. OsporsE].

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen-of the House,
I huave a rather extensive acquaintance among the members of
the Grand Army of the Republic in the United States. I have
attended their national conventions a great many years, There
have been some criticisms which I feel I am in position to say
are unfounded, and one of them is that there is any lack of ap-
preciation of the distinguished services of the gentleman from
Ohio, Gen. SHERWOOD, In the matter of pensions. He is regarded
as a tried and true friend of the soldiers and his comrades of the
Civil War. There is also a very kind feeling toward the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. AseBroox], the author of the widows' pen-
sion bill. Those two measures have been of immense service.

This bill will, even if it is finally agreed to in its present form,
be a great improvement on the present law, and it seems to be
about the only thing that we are in n position to get at this time,
I am greatly in hopes that it will come back from the Senate in
such a way that we can get rid of this section 3, which reads as
follows :

Sec. 3. That no pensloner shail be entitled to receive any beneflts under
the provisions of this act for any riod during which he shall be an in-
mate of any State or natlonal soldiers’ home ; and the provisions of this
act shall not appiy to any pensioner whose net ann income from all
sources, including his pension, is $1,000 or more.

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BarsmarT] spoke about
the righteousness of cutting out the members of the soldiers’
homes, The gentleman should take into acconnt that the mem-
bers of the soldiers’ homes very often have families, their faith-
ful old wives, who are dependent upon them and who live outside.

Old soldiers do not become members of the soldiers” homes ex-
cept as a matter of extremity. When they do, if they have aged
wives living, they are compelled to break up their ewn homes,
and the wives go to some relative or take a little cottage near
the soldiers' home of which the husband is a member. The
soldier’s pension then becomes the relinnce for a frugal lving
for the wife, and it is difficult to conceive a more weorthy em-
ployment for it.

There are now a few more than 300000 Civil War pensioners
on the rolis, and they are passing away at the average rate of
about 100 per day, 3,000 per month, or 36,000 per year. Their
average age is above T3 years. These honored men, in thelr
youth the brave defenders of our country, will not long be with
us. Let us honor ourselves as we honor them by muaking tha
evening of their lives as serene and free from care as it is
possible to do with a fairly liberal pension. I would, if it
rested with me, make the minimum pension $30' per month, run-
ning up to $50, in accordance with length of service and physieal
disability. T would eut out both the provisions of seetion 3,
which deprive members of seldiers” homes and men with an
annual income of $1,000 or more of pension.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from California
has expired.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimouns consent to ex-
tend and revise my remarks in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] Thu
Chair hears none.

Mr, ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. LiNTHICUM].

Mr. LINTHIOUM. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in faver of
this bill to increase the pensions of soldiers. It is certainly
no more than justice to do so. We have increased the salaries
of the Government officials, all upon the theory that it i8 im-
possible far them to live as formerly en aecount of the increased
cost of Ilving. The cost of living has increased within the last
few years on an average of 40 per cent, and this pension bill
only makes n general increase of 80 per cent.

The old soldiers are now very few indeed. They are all aged
and many of them require attention as well as food and nourish-
ment. It is quite impossible for them to maintain themselves
in-the way we want them upon the old pension basis since the
high cost of living has become so great in this country.

These men, who were willing to go to the front and protect
the Stars and Stripes, are entitled to every consideration on the
part of a great and beneficent Government, We are now en-
gaged In one of the greatest confliets the world has ever known.
We are engaged in this coniliet as a mighty Nation, extending
from north to south and east to west. Through this great union
of all of our people we are able to wage this war as perhaps
no other nation as young as ours could have done. It is largely
through the efforts of those who fought in the Civil War and
thereby maintained the Unlon that we are able to bring together
this great mass of people and enter them into the conﬂlct as' a
solid and united Nation.

‘gone to the Senate, and eome back through conference.

‘and they shall come home.

There should be no politics whatever in this controversy. It
should be the desire of each and every Member of this House,
as I am sure it Is the will of the citizens of this great country,
that these men be treated absolutely fair and just; that they
shall not want for anything in their old age in the way of atten-
tion; nor food, or anything that is necessary. I shall, therefore,
vote for this bill with a great deal of satisfaction, feeling that
we should take eare of those who at such a eritieal time In the
history of our Nation helped maintain and preserve it as one
great people, able to-day to stand for the freedom of the people
and' democracy throughout the world. It was through these
veternans and those who have gone to their long home that we
were maintained a great Nation., Nothing is too good for them,
and I am proud that God has so prospered us that we can do
them justice

Mr. BLAND. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman's time be extended one minute in order that I may
ask him a question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Braxnp]
asks unanimous consent that the time of his colleague be ex-
tended one minute, not to be charged against the time so far
granted, so that he ean ask him n guestion. Is there objection?

Mr. KINCHELOE. I object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous r.‘onsent to reviwe
and extend my remarks in the REcoRD. :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DYER]
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECOBD.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANGLEY. T yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. Stoax].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska is recognized
for two minutes.

Mr. SLOAN. DMr. Speaker, I regret that this is the one bill
at this session of general Interest affecting the interests of so
many thousands that has been put in a parliamentary strait-
Jacket, to be run through so that deliberation can not be had
on it, and no amendment can be made except by unanimous
consent. I desire to amend this bill. I shall present an amend-
ment, and hope that there will be no objection to its considera-
tion ; if given consideration, I am confident that it will prevail,

There are many thousand young men who served from 30 to 90-
days in the Union Army toward the close of the Civil War.
In fact there was an army, coming from every State In the
North, whose addition to the Unlon forces became so impressive
to the lenders of the South—Davls, Lee, and Johnston—that
they helped to bring the war to an early conclusion. I shall
move to amend, giving $25 per month to all who served not
less than 30 days nor more than 90 in the Union Army and were
honorably discharged.

I am opposed to two features of this bill, but I expect to vote
for this bill, as it Is the best we'can get at this time. I expeet
further to vote for a better bill arter this has passed hert;.r has

we
do our duty by the members of the Grand Army now we in effect
will say to the boys abroad, * We propose to treat you right; we

‘show you definite evidence of it when we treat generously the

members of the Grand Army of the Republic.” Twenty years
hence Congress will be treating right the members of the su-
preme Army of the Republic when victory has been achieved
Applause.J

The Smoot-Bland bill should be considered here and substi-

‘tuted for this one. Every soldler who served 90 days should

receive a dollar a day pension. We can stand it; it will not be
long. Forty-minute debate on a side. During that time the
lives of five Union defenders will have passed away. Five
“white robes will have been exchanged for faded coats of blue.”
The Smoot-Bland bill provides a graduated scale of from $30
to 340 per month. This would amount to an inerease per annum
over present law of $40,000.000. We saved that much the other
day by our cutting down the wild-cat mineral bill that amount.
There are twg highly objectionable features In this bill which

if it was being considered In the regular way would be ent out

by a majority vote ef this House. But, of course, we know
that to save these provisions is the reason for this bill coming in
an unamendable form. The first of these features Is the clanse
which denies the veteran the benefit of this act while he is an
inmate of a State or Natlonal soldiers’ home. That is another
way of branding as charity what should be considered the just
and generous recognition for age attained and service rendered.
I resent it. WWhat business of ours is it if the State of Nebraska

.or other State sees fit to provide a comfortable liome for its
‘resident Civil War veterans? Moreover,

if this increase be
given to those who stay part of the time in a soldiers” home it
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would enable them to take longer furloughs to visit with . their
friends, and so enjoy more fully their sunset walk of life. Are
these State soldiers’ homes of such a character that the inmates
should under this bill in effect be penalized from $10 to §15 a
month for being found in one of them? The reason given seems
to be, * For your lack of thrift evidenced by your being sent
to a solliers’ home you are penalized.”

The second feature which should be taken from this bill is
that which denies the soldier its benefits if his net annual in-
come, including his pension, exceeds $£1,000. The blind =soldier,
who has walked in darkness sinece the cloze of the war and whose
pension is $72 per month, would take nothing under this bill on
aceount of one of its limitations.

Of eourse I do not believe or charge that this bill was put into
this inflexible parliamentary groove to beat the blind, but it
could have that effect. We can not remove the limitation. It
forcibly illustrates why the bill should have been thrown open
to amendment. So would its favoring provisions be denied any
soldier who by thrift could accumulate enough money to buy a
liberty bond, contribute to the Red Cross, or become subject to
the Government income tax.

Contrast for a moment these two features. In each case the
Civil War veteran is penalized. In the first, penalized for his
Inck of thrift; in the second, punished because of his thrift,

It reminds us of the old doctrine:

If you can, i\;ou can't ;
1f you will, youn won't;

Yon'll be damned if you do,
You'll be damned {);! you don't.

The logie of this bill and these iwo ill-sorted provisions would
start a grin in a Griffin and draw a smile from a satyr. Such
logie would overturn the multiplication table, revoke the rule of
three, and repudiate Euclid.

Why mar this act intended to be just and generous with
these two unjust and ungenerous provisions? They can be con-
sidered by the recipients as a “fly in the olntment™ and a
* hole in the doughnut.”

They can work out only as the means of vexatious delays in
considering, proving, and determining the case of each bene-
ficiary. As you present this rose of beauty and fragrance to a
gratefnl recipient, why insist upon including this malignant and
exotic thorn?

I trust that when this bill returns it will have shed these two
malignant features, that the minimum for soldiers of 90 days’
service or more shall be $30, with generous maximum, and that
those young soldiers who came into serviee near the close of the
war and who heretofore have had no recognition shall be given
a pensionable status, because it was not their fault, but to some
extent their credit, that the war closed so soon and their terms
were so short., If this be all done a generous people will ap-
prove and the grateful veterans will rise up and “call you
blessed.” [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska
has expired.

Mr. ASHBROOK, JMr, Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentlemun from Colorado [Mr, KeAaTiNg].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado is recognized
for two minutes,

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I feel like apologizing for tak-
ing the time of the House. I will vote for this bill. I have al-
ways supporfed generous pension legislation and expect to con-
tinue to do so. It seems to me, however, that modesty would
suggest that when such unscarred veterans as the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. Braxp] and myself discuss pension legisla-
tion on the floor of this House we should hesitate to question
the good faith of men who actually served on the field of battle,
as did our distinguished colleague from Ohio, Gen. SHERWoOD.
[Applause.] I have followed the general’s lead on pension legis-
lation and many other questions, because I have always felt
ihat he was one AMember of this House whose Americanism could
not be questioned. [Applause.] I feel that when he comes here
and presents a pension bill that vitally affects the men who
fought with him on the field of battle we are justified in believing
it Is the very best legislation that can he obtained under the
eirenmstances. I therefore do not apologize for voting for this
mweasure nnder suspension of the rules, [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Colorado
has expired. 3

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Lopeck].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska is recog-
‘nized for one minute. .

. Mr. LOBECK. Mr, Speaker, I came to this Congress and
voted for the Sherwood bill in the Sixty-second Congress. As
a s=all boy I remember many 6f the men who went to the front

during the years of 1861 to 1865. I am probably one of few
men here that do. But I know what those men did, and there-
fore I have been in favor ever since coming here, on every ne-
casion, of doing whatever I ean for them, N

This bill is better than the law which we now have on the
statute books, and I shall vote for it. I had been in hopes that
the minimum rate on this bill would have been $30, and if an-
other body shall amend it, it will give me pleasure to sustain
the conference committee if they will agree to it.

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest? L

There was no objection,

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr, Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. MarEs].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is recognized
for two minutes,

Mr, MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the motion to sus-
pend the rules and pass this bill, although I think it ought to
be amended in two important particulars. It is unfortunate
that the parliamentary situation under which the bill is brought
before the House is such as to prevent offering amendments,
Section 3, which exempts inmates of soldiers’ homes and any
soldier having an income of $1,000 per year from receiving the
benefits of the biil, ought to be stricken out and the minimum
amount of pension that any soldier who served in the Civil War
shall receive ought to be increased. ;

There is no doubt in my mind but what a majority of the
AMembers of the House favor a substantial inerease in the pen-
slons of the old soldiers, and i{f given the opportunity they
would inerease the minimum fixed in the bill and strike out the
whole of section 3. It is unfortunate that the bill is presented
to the House under such circumstances as to make it impossible
for the Members o express themselves on these two important
questions. It may be that this is the best that the friends of
the old soldiers on the Committee on Invalld Pensions could do
for them. It is quite possible that they could get no other op-
portunity to bring the bill up, but the fact is to be regretied just
the same,

However, thére is nothing for the individual Member who is
in favor of increasing the pensions of old soldiers to do but to
vote for the bill. Tt is better than the present law, and for that
reason I shall vote for it although it is not as good as it ought
to be. I would like an opportunity to amend it, and I regret
that my request for unanimous consent to make a motion to strike
out section 3 was objected to. Nevertheless the bill is here and
must be voted up or voted down as it is. Every Member must
accépt the situation and do what is best under the circumstances,
Once the bill is through the House there is a well-grounde ! he-
lief that the Senate will raise the minimum and strike outl the
restrictions in section 3. If that is done, those who are in favor
of that action will have a chance to express themselves when
the bill is sent to conference. I shall vote for the bill with
this in view, because it is better than the present law and with
the hope that before the legislation is finally enacted into law
the bill will be changed in the manner I have suggested, [Ap-
plause.] T

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michizun
has expired,

Mr. MAPES. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the REcorp. :

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest?

'There was no objection.

AMr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woobn].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized
for three minutes.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that
this measure as it is drawn is satisfactory to a dozen men in
this House. Therefore I think it is very unfortunate that
opportunity is not given to amend it to make it more satisfac-
tory.

There is no one here who has a higher regard for our dis-
tingushed friend and patriot from Ohio, Gen. Surrwoon, than
I. I know that for years and years throughout this whole coun-
try hie has been acclaimed as the friend of the old soldier. I
know that they believe that lie has been and Is still continuing
to do his utmost to better thelr condition. They havelooked upon
him as being the one man before all others who would even-
tually bring them a dollar a day. 1 regret more than I cuan ex-
press that the friend of the old soldier who has been looked to
all this time can not now see fit to stand as the sponsor of that
for which he has been given credit throughout all these years
and give them now a dollar a day,
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The old soldier is passing very rapidly. More than 6,000 of
them have crossed the line since this bill was introduced. One
of them has been dying each 18 minutes since we have been in
session here this morning. The State of Indiana enlisted 224,000
men in that Grand Army of the Republic. Of that number but
18,000 remain, so that they are going very fast, and what relief
is to be afforded them must not be very long delayed.

The private during the Civil War who served four years re-
ceived for his entire service but $624. If we were simply equal-
izing the pay to-day, the amount of $1 per day would be a mere
pittance in comparigson with the payment that the soldier boys
are now receiving, and we are all in favor of their receiving
what they are getting. I believe on reflection that none of us
would be willing to vote against an equalization, if that were
possible to make. I know that this bill will be a disappointment
to every Grand Army post in the United States. I know it will
be a disappointment to the commander in chief of the Grand
Army, who lives in my State. I was talking to him a few days
ago in New Hampshire, when he said that the boys throughout
the United States were looking to this Congress to pass what is
known as the Smoot bill. With that the old veterans will be
content, that is what they are expecting, and that is the least
they should have. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER., The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Swrrzer].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio Is recognized for
two minutes, -

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Speaker, on the first day of this Congress
I introduced a bill to increase generally the pensions of Civil
War veterans; those drawing less than $30 per month would
be increased by a sum equal to 40 per cent of the pension now
received ; those drawing $30 or more and less than $40 per
month would be increased by a sum equal to 331 per cent of
the pension now received, and thosc drawing $40 or more and
less than $55 wounld be increased by a sum equal to 20 per cent
of the pension now received, with a minimum pension of $30
per month,

On January 11 last I made o speech expressing my position
relative to this matter, and I think I have placed a ecopy of
that speech in the hands of every Member of this House. So my
position is well known. I desire to call the attention of the
House at this time to the fact that while we increased the
pensions of the Civil War veterans substantially in the Sher-
wood bill, yet when you look at the increased cost of living
since 1890, when the dependent pension bill was passed, the
Sherwood bill only kept pace with the inecréased cost of living
up to 1912, regardless of the increased age of the Civil War
veterans, The cost of living continues to mount skyward, and
we must give greater consideration to their increased age, as
they are practically all now 72 and upward. The passage of
this legislation, or the passage of a bill at this time generally
inereasing the pensions of the Civil War veterans, will likely be
the last time that the Congress will ever have an opportunity
of expressing its gratitude in the shape of pension legislation
for any considerable number of the old Civil War veterans, as
the next decade will find only a negligible number remaining.

Mr. ASHBROOK, Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
chairman of the committee, Gen. SHERwooD. [Applause.]

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentle-
men who have been criticizing the action of the chairman of the
committee, that this morning by the unanimous action of my
committee I was authorized to ask unanimous consent to have
this bill considered in Commiftee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, and if not given that unanimous consent I
was ordered by my committee to move the suspension of the
rules. No member of that committee will deny that fact, so I
am acting under instructions of the committee. The Speaker
will verify my statement that I tried to get this bill up in such
a way that it conld be amended, but was not successful. The bill
has been on the ealendar for over two months, during which time
6,250 old soldiers have died. T want to get this bill over to the
Senate. It was said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that
this was a parliamentary outrage. I did not commit the first
- parlinmentary outrage. That -vas committed on the 10th of
January, 1911, when the Sulloway bill was reported out under
suspension of the rules, carrying $75,000,000, and my distin-
guished friend from Illinois [Mr. Furrer] was in charge of
that bill, and he refused on the floor of the House to acecept any
amendment whatever. Now, gentlemen, when this bill comes
back from conference you will all have a chance to discuss the
report of the conferees. In 1912 we passed a bill here after
three days’ debate anc sent it over to the Senate, and when that
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bill got through the conferees there was not a Member of the
House who could recognize the bill. [Laughter.] I have
worked for this thing for four years, as my Republican friends
know, and I never made a political speech on pension legisla-
tion on the floor of the House. I regret that my friend from
Indiana [Mr, Braxp], a member of the committee, should have
reflected upon the chairman of this committee, but I can take
care of myself among the old soldiers all right. [Applause.]

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield there just for a ques-
tion right on this point?

Mr. SHERWOOD. 1o not yield. I have only three minutes,

AMr. BLAND. I should like to ask that the gentleman's time
be extended. :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. ~

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman's
time be extended two minntes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent that Gen. SmeErwoon's time be extended two min-
utes, 1iot to be charged up. Is there objection?

Mr. KINCHELOE. .1 object.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Now, if you want to know how the old
soldiers stand on this bill, I can give you some indication. When
the gentleman from Indiana stated that the old soldiers were
opposed to this bill, he could not produce the record of a single
Grand Army post in the United States that was opposed to this
bill, not one. That shows how the old soldiers stand on it,
and I think, probably, T know nearly as much about the senti-
ments of old soldiers as does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
Braxp]l. [Applanse.] I do not claim that the pending bill is
adequate to meet the high cost of living at this time, but it will
help. It will give hope and cheer to many an old veteran now
staggering to a near-by grave. He will know by this legisla-
tion that the Congress of the United States appreciates the
heroic saerifice in the great war of over a half century ago, and
that there is a spirit in this Congress to alleviate the woes and
hardships under whieh he is now laboring in his old age. It is
a patriotic measure, and a-grateful offering to every one of my
old comrades with whom I touched elbows in the four years of
that terrible war, to know we do not propose that the gallant
men, who from 1861 to 1865, fought in nearly 2,000 baftles
shall be turned out to frost-bitten grass and cold negleet like
a worn-out dray horse.

Mr. LANGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Olio [Mr.
FEss].

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I would have preferred the Smoot
bill to this bill, and for that reason I regret that there is no
opportunity of amending the bill under the parlinmentary
status., If that opportunity were afforded, there would be
amendments offered, because my good friend and distinguished
collengue, Gen. SHERwooD, just now- suggested that he is not
satisfied with the bill as written. But I am now convineed that
this is all we can get. It is a good deal better than what we .
already have, and I shall join the General in supporting the
mensure. However, I wish we might have the opportunity to
amend it, so as to make the minimum at least $30, aml the
maximum at least $50. I would also strike out the provision
which forbids a pensioner receiving any pension should he be-
come an inmate of a soldiers’ home. I would also omit that
part of the bill that refuses a pension to a person whose annual
income is $1,000 from all sources.

Mr. Speaker, we should regard this roll of men not as a
charity. That feature I know appears in the Government’s
gratuities, but a debt is due these veterans, and simply beeaunse
one has been more successful than another in this world's
affairs is not conclusive against his being placed on this roll.
Such legislation in its discrimination makes the pensioner take
on the character of a suppliant, and has the tendency to set
him apart as an object of governmental charity. This is unfair
to those who receive it, and it is also unfair to those who are
denied’ it. These are among the reasons I regret a situation
has been forced upon us which forbids amendment,

AMr. LANGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
YVESTAL].

Mr, VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, this bill in its present form is a
disappointment to me, and in my judgment will be a disappoint-
ment to the Grand Army of the Republic. I do not belleve it
meets with the approval of the majority of the House. Yef, on
account of the parlinmentary situation it ean not be amended,
and no amendment can be even offered, except by unanimous
consent, which hus already been refused. -

We are therefore put in the position of having to support the
bill in its present form or not at all. I shall support the measure,
hoping that it will be revised by the Senate and in conference
50 as to more nearly meet the present needs of the soldiers.
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Early In the session T introduced a general pension bill pro-
¥illing for 850 per month for all Union soldiers of the Civil War
who had served 30 days or more and who had received an honor-
able discharge. The bill T introdueed read as follows:

[H. R. 68973, 65th Cong., 2d sess. [n the House of resentatives,
Dec. 5, 1017. Mr. VsTAL introduced the following bill, which was
;ﬂ:l;r;id] to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be

A bill ixlng rate of pension for soldiers of the Civil War,

Be it enacted, ete., That any officer of the Army, including Regulars
Volunteers, and miltia, or any officer in the Navy or Mar‘ne Corps of
the United States, or an’v eulisted however emqloy@d in the mili-
tary or naval service of the United Startes or in its Marine Corps,
whether regularly mustered or not, and who served for a period of 30
days or more in sa'd Army, Navy, or Marlne Corps during the Clvil
War, and who has recelved or may hereafter recelve an honorable dis-
charge, shall, from and after the passage of this act, be entitled te
receive a pension at the rate of g‘.'tl) per month upon proof of tha
fact of his service in sald Army for the time hereinbefore indicated:
Provided, That any person who is new on the pens'on rolls of the
United States for services rendered In sald Army shall be entitled to
the pension herein ,p;ovidul for without any additlonal proof.

SEc. 2, That this act shall in mo wise reduce the amount of the
]mnslon now being reeeived by any officer or enlisted man who served
n the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States during the
€Civil War w
herein.

This bill was indorsed by practically every Grand Army post

in my district and by numerous posts over the country, aml 1
received scores of letters from old veterans in favor of the
measure. I understand, of course, that such a bill has objec-
tionable features, but no general pension bill that we could
frame would be absolutely free from criticism; and it does seem
to me that If we ever intend to do justice to the defenders
of the Unlen that still survive now is the time to do it. [Ap-
plause. ]

Mr. Spenker, T was not particularly wedded to my bill. I
am for any measure that will substantinlly increase the sel-
diers’ pensions. I am not averse to a pension bill based upon
service, but I do not believe such a bill should cut out certain
classes of men, as this bill proposes to do.

At the close of the session we passed a bill increasing the
pensions of the widows of old soldiers to $25 per month. I
voted for that measure because it was right, but there are
scores of old veterans under the present pension law that are
drawing less than $25 per month.

Mr. Speaker, It Is a Imitted by everyone that the purchasing
price of a dollar to-day is only about half what it was in
normal times, Admitting that the soldiers were properly cared
for by the present pension laws in normal times, we shoull
at least increase their pensions to the extent of the difference
in the cost of living now and under normal conditions,

This bill does not do that. It fails to provide any increase
of pension at all for two classes of soldiers, and the increases it
does provide are not, in my judgment, sufficient to meet present
conditions,

If amendments could be offered to this bill and voted upon, I
am sure the House would pass a bill giving substantial rellef,

If permitted, I would offer an amendment striking out sec-
tion 3 of the bill and also fixing the minimum pension at $30 per
month, and increase this amount on the basis of service to a
maximum of $50 per month. I want to express my appreciation
of the old veterans of the Civil War in dollars and cents and
not in mere words of praise for their heroic deeds. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, for a number of years I have attended Memorianl
Day exercises and have heard men tell of the herole deeds of the
men from '61 to '65; how they went forth to sacrifice their
lives, if need be, to save the Union. Probably not a single Mem-
ber of this body but what has spoken to the old soldiers of his
disirict, praising their valor and patriotism, all of which is just
and proper; but the eld soldiers can not live on fine phrases or
beautiful rhetoriec; it takes something more substantial, and, so
far as 1 am concerned. I would like to show my appreciation of
the sacrifices of these men by giving them a substantial increase
in their pensions. so that in their last days at least they would
feel that the Government for which they fought and sacrificed
Ekad kept its faith with them,

Mr. Speaker, section 3 of this bill onght to be stricken out.
Thousands of soldiers have gone to seldiers’ homes beeause the
meager pensions they receive would not keep them.  If they
were given substantial pensions, many of them would leave the
homes at once and feel that they were not wards of charity. I do
not belleve rthat any soldier goes to a soldlers’ home from choice.
They are compelled to go because of the small pensions they
receive,

The $1.000 clause should, in my judgment, be stricken out.
Why should a soldier who has given, say, two and one-half

“years of his life to the cause of the Union be refused an in-

crease In pension beeause he has been thrifty and has an annual

sald pension is In excess of the amount provided for

income of more than $1,0007 Is a man's income, or lack of
income. to be the determining factor as to his service?

The bill proposed here carries an inerease of about $20,000,000.
If sectlon 3 should be stricken from the bill and the bill amended
to make the minimum $30 per month, with a maximun of $50
per month, based upon the length of service, it would carry an
increase of probably $60,000.000 to $70,000,000. Bur should we
refuse, or even hesitate, tu take from the Treasury, which these
men sacrificed to save, a sufficient amount to help them in their
declining days?

Mr. Speaker, I have great love for the South. I have great
admiration for the men who suffered and died, many of them,
for a cause which they believed to be just. But, nevertheless,
it is these men for whom we are legislating to<day, with thou-
sands of their comrades who have passed to the great beyond,
who made it possible for us, in this great crisis, to have a united
country. More than 50 years have passed since that struggle,
and I thank God to-day thar no semblance of bitterness or strife
exists. We have long since learned that there Is no geography
in Ameriean manhood and that there are no sections in Ameri-
can patriotism,

On this very day, in many a vine-clad cottage in fair New
England and in old plantation homes in North Carolina and
Tennessee, may be seen hanging over the mantelpiece, hound
together in love amd honor, two crossed swords, carried to bat-
tle, respectively, by one who wore the blue and one who wore
the gray.

Only n few years ago the sons of the northern soldiers eon-
tested in friendly rivalry with the sons of the gray on the fire-
swept steeps of El Caney. e have seen the sons of the gray
carrying the Stars and Stripes over the Spanish intrench-
ments in Cuba, Porto Rico, and the far-away Philippines. We
have seen the day when the sons of the blue and the sons of
the gray bivouacked together on the hills overlooking Santiago,
and have seen their biood mingled in a eommon cause in the
trenches around that stricken city.

And to-dlay thousands of men from the North, the South, the
East, and the West, knowing but one country and one flag, are
offering their lives on the sunny plains of France that military
autoeracy shall forever be destroyed and that the peoples of
all nations, great and small, shall have individual political
freedom. They are offering their lives for the life and existence
of our Natlon, the same Nation for whose existence these vet-
erans of the Civil War offered their lives.

We have justly appropriated billions of dollars to care for
the present defenders of our country in n war waged not alone
for self-defense and self-preservation, but for humanity. Shall
we longer delay just pensions to the defenders of the Unlon and
the flag we love?

The Nation owes a deht of gratitude to these men that it
can never repay, no matter how great the pensions,

I shall support this bill, sincerely hoping that section 3 will
be stricken out and a more liberal increase granted by the
Senate, [Applnunse.]

Mr. ELLIOTT. M. Speaker, I am in favor of liberal pen-
sions for all of the soldiers of the Civil War who have an honor-
able service and have been honorably discharged. And while
the Sherwood bill now under discussion by the House does not
in all respects come up to my idea of what a liberal pension is,
I am going to vote for it, as it is more liberal than the law now
in force, :

It is unfortunate, indeed, that this bill had to come up under
suspension of the rules, so that it is, as has been well =ald in
this debate, in “a parliamentary strait-jacket,” not subject to
or open for amendment, and we have to vote for it or against it
as it stands. I would like to see the bill amended to give the
soldier a dollar a day as a minimum pension and to strike
out that section of the bill that excludes the soldiers in sol-
diers’ homes and those who have an income of $1.000 per year,
for the reason that it will take so much time to adjudicate and
determine the amount of the varions soldiers’ incomes that
many of these deserving veterans will have passed to their
reward before the Pension Bureau will have been able to settle
upon the amounts of their various incomes,

We can never as a Nation repay the soldiers of the Civil War
for the many hardships and privations which they had. to un-
dergo during that terrible struggle, and now that they are old
and many of them are helpless I feel that we should give
to them that which is justly thelr due without having any un-
necessary strings tied to it. y

Mr. LANGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
McLavugHLIN].

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote
for this bill because it is the best we can get at this time. The
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Braxp] has been attacked by
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Democrats because they say he has talked polities in connec-
tion with the bill. Well, his forceful remarks in behalf of the
- old soldiers may not be pleasing to Democrats, but everyone
here knows that he has done more than all the rest put together
to bring this bill before the House in the proper way. [Ap-
plause.] His brief but splendid speech last Saturday aroused
the House to the danger threatening the bill and paved the
way for bringing the bhill early and properly before the House,
and his effort, continuned to-day, would have been successful
but for the determined opposition of the Democratic leaders,
whose course was approved on that side of the House. I ob-
ject to the feature of this bill which excludes from its bene-
fits soldiers who are in soldiers’ homes. Everyone knows that
soldiers in homes are there on account of extreme poverty, and
they of all others should have the benefit of the inerease of
pensions. I object to the feature which withholds the benefits
of this law from those who are enjoying incomes of $1,000 a
year or more. I have time to speak of only one objection to
this feature, and that is the difficulty in determining the amount
of a soldier’s income whether or not he is entitled to the in-
crease. I have had some experience in pension matters, and
those which have given most trouble are those reguiring in-
vestigation to determine whether or not a widow was entitled
to a pension; whether or not she was enjoying an income of
$250 a year. I think that ought to be stricken out. It ought to
be eliminated.

I object further because this bill is not automatic; because,
if it becomes a law, soldiers will be reguired to furnish proof
ns to age and length of service, and thus suffer long delay and
much inconvenience. The law ought to be so drafted that the
increases will be allowed without further proof and without
application by the soldiers. But in spite of these defects I shall
vote for the bill, hoping that the Senate will pass the Smoot bill,
and fhat the House will later have sense enough to accept the
Senate bill.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. TIMBERLAKE].

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I shall support this bill,
I very much hoped that we would have an opportunity to offer
some amendments, or at least that I should have an oppor-
tunity to support some amebndments to its features. I regret
exceedingly the parliamentary situation in which we find our-
selves this morning, which makes this impossible. I believe
that there should be a minimum of $30 per month. I believe
this country is too big and too grand not to offer this small
compensation to the soldiers who protected that flag. I would
like also to see the maximum amount raised to $50 a month.

I extend my remarks by printing in the Rrcorp a letter with
resolutions adopted by a Grand Army post in Colorado, favor-
ing, in preference to this bill, the provisions of the Senate
“ Smoot bill,” which provisions I had hoped to have opportunity
to support to-day rather than the bill before us. The letter is
as follows:

Georce H. Tromas PosT, No. T,
GRAND ARMY OF THE RErunlLic,
DEPARTMENT OF COLORADO AXD WYOMING,
: - Fort Collins, Colo., April 30, 1918,
To Ion. J. F. BgarroTH and C. 8. THoMAS, Senators, and to the Hon.
B. C. HiLLiaep, C. B, TiMBERLAKE, Epwanp EraTixg, and Epwarp T.
TAYLOR, Representatives.

_GENTLEMEN: At a regular meeting of the George H. Thomas Post,
No. T, the Department of Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the
Republic, the matter of pensions for the survivors of the Civil War
being under consideration, a committee was appointed to draw up a
suitable a‘f)peal to our Senators and Representatives in Congress to
assist and advance the interests of the veterans in the matter of
inereasing their pensions., In accordance with this action may we
not submit the rol]owinf premises : At the outbreak of the * War of
the Rebellion " the loyal soms of the North responded to the call of
President Lincoln with a firm and resolute determlnation to preserve the
Union of Btates. For more than four years the conflict was wa
with varying success, and the success of the Union Army justifies the
assertion that the ecause wasg just. Our Government has rendered
tardy justice to these men who saved the Union. Now, after a lapse
of more than a half of a century, and in thelr declining years, they
are unable to maintain themselves by thelr individual efforts, and
many of them are wholly dependent upon the insufficient bounty now
bestowed upon them by our Government to meet the ever increasing
cost of their daily sustenance,

In view of these facts they hercby most earnestly a 1 to yon
and to this great Nation to grant them an increased pension sufficlent
for their support during the few years remaining to them, and we
most earnestly request your hearty support and earnest endeavors to
enact into law the * Smoot bill ” now before Congress, that belng, as
we belleve, a just increase in thelr behalf.

Most respectfully submitted.

R. Q. TENKET.
H, 1. GARBUTT.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. DowELL].

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I intend to vote for this bill,
heeause it is the best we can get at this time. I regret that the
bill ean not be amended and enlarged., I am sure if the House

had an opportunity it wonld amend the bill and increase these
pensions, i

Mr. LANGLEY. DMr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr, SANDERS].

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am exceedingly
glad that the House is finally able to take up the question of the
passage of a bill to increase the pensions of the soldiers of the
Civil War. I expect to ecast my vote in favor of this measure,
which grants an inerease in pensions of approximately 30 per
cent. The bill provides for a minimum of $25 and a maximum
of $50.

The bill is, of eourse, in charge of the majority party, and since *
it is up under a suspension of the rules, no amendment can be
offered without unanimous consent, which has already been re-
fused. It seems to me that this legislation was of sufficient im-
portanece to justify the bringing of the measure before the House
in the usnal way, so amendments might have been offered and
considered. The minimum should have been raised to $30, and
I had intended, if the bill had been so brought before the House
as to be subject to amendment, to offer an amendment to increase
the minimum to $30. I think the section should be stricken out
that deprives the man with an income of $1,000 from the benefits
of the bill and which deprives the soldier who has been unfor-
tunate enough to go to the old soldiers’ home of its benefits.
Why should either class be omitted? They both served the
country well and faithfully. The wages of skilled employees
have been greatly increased; the scale of wages for unskilled
labor has been advanced, and inereases have been given to Gov-
ernment employees.

The reason for this was on account of the increase in the cost
of living. When the cost of living was not o high the amount
of pension received by the soldiers under the former laws went
a long way toward furnishing them with the necessaries of
life; but the cost of living, of food, clothing, fuel, and all of
the necessaries of life, has advanced by such leaps and bounds
that the amount paid the soldier becomes a mere pittance and
is soon gone. The amount of the increase ought at least to
have been sufficient to have met the difference in the cost of
living now and in normal times,

This Congress has appropriated billions of dollars for the
purpose of earrying on the present war, and no word of criti-
cism is heard against these vast and unprecedented appro-
priations. Every American wants his country preserved, the
rights of its citizens protected. and its flag saved from dis-
honor. Our hearts swell with just pride as the youth of to-day
zo forth to battle for our common country. During the past
year no honor has been too great to heap upon the young
soldier—God bless him—who leaves his peaceful and happy
pursuits to go forth in battle array for his country. How
prond we are of his gallant bravery; but while our eyes are
turned toward these new patriots these old battle-scarred heroes
of the past must not be neglected or forgotten.

There was a time, over a half century ago, -when these men
for whom this legislation is being passed stepped with light,
step and stood erect—the flower of the youth of that generation.
My father, James Sanders, volunteered in Company F of the
Thirty-first Indiana Infantry before he was 16 years of age,
and served for four and one-half years—and until the country
was united by the victory of the Union Army. He and many of
his comrades have passed away ; they no longer answer the roll
call here, but must respond to the roll call over yonder. Soon
they will all be gone. In this grave crisis, when we are
assembling our might to fight the new battle, America must not
forget that it Is because of the victories achieved by the men
of 61 and '65 that we enter this mighty struggle a united people
with the united resources and wealth and power of these
United States.

I have heartily supported and advocated the passage of legis-
lation to care for the new soldier in khaki, to protect those
dependent upon him, and {o lighten the burden of those at
home who are bereft of his kindly care. Let us also care for
these old comrades in blue, whom the Almighty has spared
these many years; their presence and counsel has been a source
of profound inspiration to us when we of the present genera-
tion have been called upon to pay the cost for a secure and
respected Nation. Let us cheer them in their declining days
and keep them here as long as we can. \When the American
soldiers abread shall have fought their last battle on the bloody
fields of France, crushed the foe of civilization, and come
back at last to their native land these old patriots will join
the heroes upon their triumphant return, and in a grand re-
view they shall march together, these noble heroes of two
wars, all equally honored and praised and loved by the peoples
of this Republic which they have preserved and. defended.
[Applause.]
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AMr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, T yield to ithe gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Sxoox].

Mr. SNOOIK. NMr. SBpeaker, I believe there are two reasons
why the pensions of the soldiers of the Civil War shonld be
increased at 'this time. The first reason is that pearly all the
soldiers have reached the period of life where they are unable
‘to longer <o any work or to help themselves., The next reason
is that when wo passed the war-risk insurance bill we so gen-
eronsly provided for the soldiers engaged in the present war
and for the widows of the Civil War veterans, then it be-
comes the duty of Congress to now look after the veterans of
the war of TSGL.

It is estimated that there are new only 300,000 soldiers of
the Civil War left -on the pension roll of the Government, The
average age of these pensioners is estimated at 78 years.

‘This body of men are all that are left of those who carried
on that great war for the preservation of the Union. They are
becoming feeble and are now wholly unable to work and are
therefore entitled to just and generous treatment.

In discussing what kind of pension legislation should be
adopted at this session of Cengress, T have often expressed
the opinien that the minimum rate should be $30 per month

“qvith an increase as to age amd length of service in the war on

n basis similar to that in existing Inw.

However, the pending bill was faverably reported to the
House by the Committee on Invalid Pensions and has been
brought up to-day for consideration by a motion made by the
chairman of that committee to suspend the rules. Therefore,
under the rules of the House, having been brought up in this
way, it ean not be amended. It, however, carries a substantial
increase of pension 1o the soldiers of the Civil War,

It affords the only opportunity I have had to help these
soldiers to secure any increase in the rate of their pensions
and I shall therefore gladly take the oppertunity of voting for
its passage.

1 do not faver the provisions of section 3. providing that the
Iaw ghall net apply to any pensioner whose net annual income
from all sources, including his pension, is $1,000 or more, If
this provision is adopted, it will require the pensioner to offer
proof upon this subject and the gquestion will be left to the
decision and interpretation of some officer in the Iension
Department.

My experience with similar provisions, heretofore carried
in the pension laws, is that they have led to great delny and
sometimes to injustice.

The men who receive the benefit of this law, as I have
already said, are now quite old and will not live long to enjoy
the pension it provides for., If they are to receive help at all,
it must be given at-once.

In my judgment it is wrong to fdopt a policy that will lead
to delay. What is needed mest of all is a law that reguires
Just as little proof as pessible and requires no interpretation,

It has been stated several times in the course of this debate
that this bill will be amended in the Senate. I wish to express
the hope that it may be amended in the twe particulars to
which I hawve called attention, the elimination of the prevision in
:gection 3 and the raising of the minimum rate te $30 per month.

I wish to close these brief remarks as I began, that I am
supporting this bil mot because I think it is the best that
coutld be adepted, or all that the seldiers ought to have in the
way of a pension at this time, but becaunse it is far better than
the existing law and grants a substantial increase of pension
to men who deserve it.

Mr. ASHEROOK. Mr. Speaker, how much time have T re-

smaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes.

Mr. LANGLEY. How much time have I remmining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. BesHrin],

Mr. BESHLIN. Mr. Speaker, the Commuittee on Invalid Pen-
sions has submitted the pending bill to the Heuse for its cen-
sideration and favors its eurly enactment into law. Tvery
Meniber has had in mind doing full justice to the old soldiers
who served in the Union Army during the Civil War. Those
who survive are fast disappearing. 1 understund that there are
less than 300,000 new living and that they are passing away at
the rate of one every 18 minutes.

Mr. SHERWOOD. ‘There are 300,000 now living.

Mr., BESHLIN, 8o before long this great army responsible
for the preservation -of the Unien will have entirely passed
awny. The commiitee, under the leadership of its chairman,
the gallant gentleman from Ohio, Gen. Syerwooep, recognizing
not only the service of these men to their country in its hour
of trinl but also their advanced years and infirmities of age,

desires to provide a substantial inerease in the pensions allowed
under the existing law. The estimated cost under the prepared
Dbill the first year is-over $22,000,600. The maximum amount
per month payable munder this bill is $39 and the minimum
amount $25. ‘On account of the increased cost of all necessaries
of life, the advanced age of all survivors of the Civil War and

‘their consequent disability, T favor a minimum of $30 a month

and would gladly vote for it. I am aware that the minimum
of $25 per month increases the pension of short-term soldiers
about 50 per cent, while the long-term soldiers will get an
inerease -of only abont 30 per cent. All men who enlisted und
served their country during the Civil War were paid only about
$13 or $14 per month, while these now serving in the armies
of our country are receiving a minimum of $30 per menth and
$15 more for a dependent wife and $5 to $8 for dependent ¢hil-
dren. The Government in addition provides insuranee at the
rate of §8 per thousand. The amount now pald is little enough
for the services required. Surely ‘the Government, in view of
‘this statement, should provide liberally for these old soldiers
and thereby relieve them from ansiety in their declining years.

Mr, NORTON. Did the gentleman say that this was the
unanimous report of the committee?

Mr. BESHLIN. T understand seo,

Mr. NORTON. The gentleman has apparently not read thie
report,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. WHTTE].

Alr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, in my portion of the
very limited time allowed for the consideration of this bill
it is impoessible to analyze it and te point out and emphasize
what seem to me to be its inadequacies. 1 resent that the
majority should force upon us a parliamentary situntion wljich
prevents Tull and free discussion and forbids effering amend-
ments to increase the rates provided or to eliminate eobjection-
able Teatures frem the hill.

The provisions of the bill, the number of persons affected, and
the increased appropriation called for by its terms may be
sumnmarized as follows: 3

Section 1 of the h‘lIl“prepoaeﬂ a minlmnm rate of §25 per month to
smrvivors of the Civll War deriving tifle under any general law or spe-
cinl act and higher monthly rates on the basis of attained ages and
lengths of service, as follows:

70 years and service of—

1 year $26.°00
13 years. 28. 00
2 years 30. 60
2} years aL.d

8 'years or over 32.650

15 years anid service of—

B0 days 27. 00
6 months 2000
1 year 21. 00
1} years 83. 00
2 years or over 30. 00

The latter rate Is extended to cases of unfitness for or Inability to
perform manual labor due to disabllity of service origin, without regard
to length of service or age.

Sectlon 2 proposes increase in general law and speclal act rates of
$20 per month or more, by multiples of 50 cents, to amounts nearest
:gproximati‘ng_ﬂn per cent additional, but with the provise that no rate

all -exceed £50 per month,
Section 3 withholds the preposed bemefits from inmates of State or
National soldiers’' homes and pensioners whose net annoal income from
all sources, inchuding pension, is £1.000 or more.

Application -of the terms of sections 1 and 2 of the bill to Civll War
survivers on the roll at the close of the last fiscal year at rates of less
than $50 per month afferds results as to numbers affected and annual
increase in cost as follows:

Annual

Number. Satroese.
Inc 1o 525 per o e I SN VD S 72,610 | 8,558,077
Increased on account of age and length of servie®....ouoeuoe 23,230 | 20,150,970
G law and speeial acts i d 30 percemt.......... 30,519 2,999.52)
o e S e e A R L B 326,847 | 29,715,887

By the act of October G, 1917, all widows of soldiers who drew
Civil War pensions or had a, pensionable status and who mar-
ried the soldiers prior to June 27, 1905, were granted a pension
of $25 per month. This is not ton much, but it is manifestly
inequitable that tens of thousands of soldiers =till Hving, many
of whom are burdened with dependents, sheuld recelve no more
than the widows of other soldiers. Our veterans have lived to
see and to feel the burden of abuormal prices in all the neces-
sities of life, It issaid that the purchasing power of the dollar
to-day as compared with May, 1912, is no more than 40 cents
on the dollar. Tt is estimated that this bill will increase the
-purchasing power of the seldier's pension te abeut 72 per cent
of its purchasing power in 1912, It leaves the pensiouers worse
‘off than they were in 1912 with the prices and the pensions then
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prevailing. More than 95 per cent of the veterans receiving
pensions have little or no income in addition to their pensions,
Practically all of them are over 72 years of age. They are
passing away at the rate of more than 3,000 each month, and
soon all will have answered to the last call. In recognition of
this fact and of these changed conditions, this bill should carry
a minimum of at least $30 per month and a maximum based on
age and service of not less than $50 per month. To do less than
this is to fail signally in our duty,

Section 8 of the bill,.providing that the increases should not
be avallable to those having an Income of $1,000, should be
stricken out. Less than § per cent of the pensioners have such
an income. The retention of this provision in the bill means
long delays and vexatious inquiries in every case, I prefer that
the small percentage of pensioners having already a living in-
come should enjoy the benefits' of this bill than that all our eld
soldiers should be subjected to the annoyances incident to the
administration of such a provision. I am likewise opposed to
excluding those in soldiers’ homes from the benefits of the law.
I do not feel that the veterans who are so unfortunate as to
have no homes of their own or who are without those uble to
care for them should be penalized by exclusion from the benefits
of this bill because they have sought entrance to the one refuge
open to them. ;

In spite of the fact that the bill falls far short of my hopes
1 shall support it, for it will bring some relief to the men whom
we owe so much,

“And they came to the gate within the wall, where Peter holds the keys.
*¥tand up, stand up, now, inson, and answer lond and high,
The good that ye did for the sake of men or ever ye came to die—

The good that ye did for the sake of men in little earth so lone!’
And Et‘l:m naked 1;«:uul of Tomlinson grew white as a rain-washed bone.

“This T bave resd in & book,” he said, “ and that was teld to me,

And lhg!s 1 l:a\r“e thought that another man thought of a prince in

And Pet(-‘f ?:{leed the jangling kKeys in weariness and wrath.

“Ye have read, ye bave heard, ye have thought,” he said, *‘and the
tale Is yet to run;

By the worth of the body once ye had, give answer—what ha' ye done? "

To such a challenge what answer can we give for the veterans
of the Union Army. In our hour of stress as young wmen they
gave up opportunities, careers, homes, and all that men held
dear. They suffered and sacrificed for human rights and
the preservation of our Union, All that America is to-day is due
to them, and on Ameriea hang the hopes of the world.

Mr. RAMSEYERL. Mr. Speaker, during the last Congress 1
had the honor of serving on the Committee on Invalid Pensions
of which the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHER-
woon] is the chairman, and who now has charge of this bill
before the House. While I served on that committee I made a
special study of pension legislation and of the needs of the vet-
erans of the Mexican and Civil Wars. I introduced and got
throngh the committee and Congress a great many special bills
for the relief of the old soldiers and the widows and orphans of
old soldiers. No service that I have performed here has given
me more pleasure than to procure for them this needed and well-
merited relief.

In studying the needs of these veterans I eame to the conclu-
sion that a general increase in pensions should be granted. Since
the Sherwoaod bill was passed granting - maximum of §1 per day,
condiiions have changed. Not only has the dollar lost about half
of its purchasing power, but the veterans have grown older, more
helpless, and require more to minister to their. needs and com-
fort. The bill before the House grants an increase of 30 per cent.
That helps, but it is not enough. December 5 last I introduced
a bill (H. R. 6981) granting an incrense of §15 per month over
the rates in the Sherwood law of 1912, Since introducing this
bill I have received many letters from old soldiers in the distriet
I have the honor to represent aml from at least a dozen different
Northern States Indorsing my bill. '

I regret that under the rules under which this bill is being con-
gidered no amendments can be offered. If I had an epportunity
to do so, I should offer my biil as a substitute. As the bill now
before the House is the only one that can be considered and
offers a considerable increase, though not enough, I shall take
pleasure in voting for it with the hope that the Senate will grant
additional increases. [Applause.}

Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my remarks, I ask to have
printed H. It 6981, the bill introduced by me December 5, 1917,
and which is as follows:

* A bill (. R, 6981) to amend an act entitled “An act granting pensions
to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in Civil
War and the War with Mexico," approved May 11, 1912, so as to in-
erease certain pensions $15 per month. *

Be it enacied, eto.,, That the first and second paragraphs of the act
entitled “An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and
aofficers, who served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico,” ap-
proved May 11, 1912, is hereby amended to read as follows:

*“That any person who served 00 days
naval service of the United Btates during the late Civil War, who has
been honorably discharged t m, who has reached the age of
62 ogcnri or over, shall, upon making proof of such facts, according to
such rules and tions as the Becretary of the Interlor may provide,
be placed npon the pension roll and be entitled to recelve a pension as
follows: In ease such person has reached the age of 62 years and
served 90 days, $28 per month; six months, :28‘50 per month; one
year, $20 per month; one and a half years, $20.50 per month; two
years, per month; two and a half years, $30.50 per month ; three
years or over, $31 per month. In ecase such person has reached the
age of 66 years and served 90 days, $30 per month ; six months, $30.50

or more in the military or

per month ; one year, $31 per wmonth; one and a half $31.50 per
month; two yenrs, 342 per month; two and a halfl years, $33 E
month ; three years or over, $34 per month. In case n

such
, $33 per nm: six
:onaandahnlfm%
month ; two and a half years, $

reached the age of T0 years and served 90 da
months, 34 per month ; one year, $45 per mon
§36.50 per mouth; two years, $38
r month ; three years or over, $40 per menth, In e¢ase such person
s reached the age of 75 years and served 90 days, $36 per month;
gix mornths, $37.50 per month ; one year, 539 per month ; one and a half
years, §42 per month; two years or over, $45 per month, That any
semn who served in the military or naval service of the United States
oring the Civil War and received an honorable discharge, and who
was wounded in hattle or in lne of duty and is now unfit for manual
labor by reasen thereof, or who from disease or other eauses incurred
in line of duty resulting in his disahility is now unabie to perform
manual labor, shall be paid the maximum pension under this act, to
wlt.‘i-ls per month, withont vegard to length of service or .
*‘That any person who has served 00 days or more in the ::?f!tnry or
naval service of the United States in the War with Mexico, and bas
heen honerably discharged therefrom, shall, upon mnking like proof of
such service, be entitled to receive a pension of $45 per month.”

AMr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-half minute to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BrownNixg].

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this pension
measure because it is the best we can get at this time. In both
the last Congress and early in this session I introduced a bill
providing for $30 per month flat, regardless of length of service
or age. I would rather now vote for that bill, and if I had the
opportunity would offer it as an amendment. However, under
the circumstarves I will support this bill.

By unanimous consent, leave was granted Mr. Browxixc to
extend his remarks in the Iteconp.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-half minute to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kress].

Mr. KTESS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, a little more than a
year has now passed since that fateful April day when the Con-
gress of the United States deelared that a state of war exists be-
tween the United States of America and the Imperial German
Government. Never in the world's history has n more stupen-
dous task come upon a people; never has the spirit of a free
people been aroused so signally, nor has the spirit of a free
people ever manifested itself so significantly in terms of such a
high-born Ideal. During the months that have passed the
courage, the ardor, the initintive, and the generous (evotion
of the people to a sacred caunse have found nobler expression
than has ever been recorded in the history of nations. Looking
about one can not help but be impressed with what the Ameri-
ean people have felt, and how they have translated their feel-
ings into action. When war was first declared there were those
who doubted the response that would be made, but those who
questioned the propriety of entering upon this great war or
doubted the wisdom of the step were not long in being con-
vineed that the American people were not only determined that
German insolence would no longer be tolerated but that Ameriea
would take a stop forward and declare for world democraey.
Never, perhaps, has there been such an exhibition of a people’s
generous attitude as has.been shown in the subseription for
billions of liberty bonds, in the indorsement of the projeet of
a selective draft which enrolled 10,000,000 men, and in sane-
tioning the appropriation of billions of dollars for the sup-

port of the Army and Navy and other war-emergency activities.

Within a comparatively short period more than a million
men have been assigned to cantonments scattered throughout
the length amd breadth of the land. These men have been
clothed, armed, and equipped, and are being transported to the
seat of war as rapidly as eircumstances permit. The volun-
tary agencies which asked for support from the American people
met with a response that thrilled the heart and cheered the spirit
of every American citizen. Millions of dollars for the Red
Cross, for the Young Men's Christinn Assoeciation., for the
Knights of Columbus, and for other organizations were con-
tributed with generous hand.

It is a fine tribute to the spirit of democracy which is un-
alterably opposzed to the doectrine of militarism that it should
be able to rally its soeciul and economic forces in so short a time
with go little confusion and with such practical unanimity. The
spirit of saerifice has found expression on every hand—whether
in the crowded eity, with its teeming thousands, or in the thinly
populated country places—everywhere the American people have
given ready response. Mothers and fathers have dedicated
their sons, and wives, with tear-stained eyes, have not counted
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the cost too zreat to submit to long and perhaps timeless separa-
tion. From farm and fireside, from store and factory, from
city and hawmlet, from all the marts of trade, industry, and
commerce the legions have come, willing and glad to pay, if
necessary, the price of life for the cause of eternal liberty.

And while the men and boys have been massing for active
participation, the women of the land have given examples of
unparalleled devotion in ministering to the physical needs and
comforts of Army and Navy. The future historian will write
as one of the significant pages in history that which describes
the heroism of the women of the land, who not only gave their
sons and husbands and brothers but organized aid, comfort, and
relief on a scale such as never has been paralleled in the annals
of time, All that has been done, all that will be done, and all
that ecan be done is but the latent spirit of a free people ex-
pressed for the purpose of perpetuating the doctrine of indi-
vidual liberty. It will ever be the crowning glory of America
that in the year 1776 she began the work of putting kings out
of commission. Since that time the business of being a king
by Divine right has had a precarious existence, and when the
final blow of the struggle in which we are now engaged is
struck the autocratic king business will be dead and damned
beyond the hope of a political or civil resurrection. The one
clear dominating nofe above the * tumult and the shouting" is
that which proclaims the right of every nation to say how it
will be governed and the right of every human being to be a
participant in the government that holds its protecting flag
over him. Such is the purpose of America in the war, and in the
attalnment of that purpose we shall not falter or fail while the
American spirit so manifest now renders tribute to its ldeals
and traditions.

But while we contemplate with satisfaction the splendid spirit
of America’s millions of patriotic and self-sacrificing -mmen and
women, we must not close our eyes to the fact that within our
borders there exists an element not openly and avowedly dis-
loyal, but secretly intent on undermining the principles upon
which the superstructure of our cause rests. By a most in-
sidious propaganda that element sows the seeds of sedition, en-
courages proselyting, disseminates false news, disuades people
from subscribing to loans, lays plots to destroy our munition
plants, and in a hundred devious ways give aid and comfort to
the enemy The Government in its treatment of this disaf-
fected clement has exercised a leniency that has reached its
limits. There is now no middle ground. Every inhabitant of
the United States is either for or against the Government. The
people have spoken and they demand that those who in secret
traduce the Government by plot and intrigue shall be treated as
enemies of the State and be summarily dealt with. It is the
blindest of follles to tolerate any form of treasonable conduet
within our household at any time. Much greater is the folly
when the masses of the people in a nation are staking their
lifeblood and treasure in a crisis that imperils human freedom.
A neutral citizen in the United States to-day is an anachronism,
Life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness are vouchsafed to
him who stands by the flag and what it represents, Patriotism
can have no dual personality ; treason alone is the hydraheaded
monster. The cause is too sacred, the issue too momentous to
tolerate longer in any con.munity those who by insidlous arts and
schemes would prey upon the vitals of the country. And if I
sense aright the spirit of the people, they demand that the
severest penalties should be imposed upon those who would
jeopardize the success of our Army and Navy. To suffer enemy
plotters in this country to poison liberty at its very fountain
head is to trifle with the tolerant and patient spirit of the peo-
ple To impose mild Federal imprisonment or internment may
well accord with judicial sanction in time of peace, but treason
in time of war demands a sterner retribution. To strike a swift
and sure blow now will serve to show that the traitor and his
treasonable conduct can have no abiding place in this Republic.

I have been profoundly impressed with the fine ardor and
splendid spirit manifested among the people whom I represent.
Everywhere 1 have found them loyal, hopeful, considerate.
From every roof tree flies the service flag. The daughters of
the communities are in the Red Cross organizations, the mothers
helpful in the clubs and at the firesides, the sons in the trenches,
the fathers on the farms and in the factories, each doing not
merely his “bit,” but his very best. What is being done among
my own people I have a feeling is being done in varied and
varying degrees in every congressional distriet throughout this
broad land. Who can escape the sense of pride when he con-
templates his country, 100,000,000 strong, definitely pledged to
break the tyranny of autocracy and committed to enthrone the
ideal of free government in the hearts and consciences of hu-
manity. The cause is a sacred one, and the American people
will justify themselves in their splendid support of all measures

that tend to eliminate distinetions and strengthen the bonds of
universal brotherhood.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have yielded to other gentle-
men practically all of the time I happen to have control of
because I wanted to emphasize¢ the view I have always enter-
tained, that where a gentleman by reason of his committee
status or otherwise happens to be fortunate enough to control
some of the time for debate he ought to realize that it belongs
tv his colleagues, and that he ought not try to hog it himself. I
shall utilize the little time I have left for the purpose of
saying one or two things that I shall elaborate on at a later date
under the leave which I have obtained heretofore to extend my
remarks in the Recorp on this question. In ecommon with a
number of my colleagues on this side of the House who have
spoken on this bill, I wish to state that I would be glad to have
the opportunity of voting for an amendment to the bill fixing the
minimum pension at $30 a month. The Recorp will show that
ever since I became a Member of this body 1 have contended
for such a law. We have talked for all these years about a
dollar-a-day pension bill and many soldiers were led to believe
that they had it, only to discover later that they had been misled.
I am not going to indulge in any criticism of the majority
that Is not just and fair, but it is no answer to the argument
that we ought to have a chance to vote for amendments to
liberalize this bill, to say that in times past and under entirely
different conditions the Republican Party brought up pension
bills under a suspenson of the rules, as has been done to-day.
I might add in this connection that the amendments that gentle-
men desired to offer to the Sulloway bill, which has been re-
ferred to frequently in this debate, were not designed to liber-
alize the bill, as we are seeking to do to-day, so that the fact
that the Republicans, when they controlled the House, invoked
a suspension of the rules does not show any unfriendliness to
'tihe alr;;lrj soldier, as the proceedings of the majority here to-day

o show.

As I recall it, the Grand Army of the Republic and the sdidiers
of the country were satisfied with the Sulloway bill, and did
not want it amended, while according to the best information
I can get as to their attitude on this bill they do want it amended
in some particulars. I have not the remotest doubt that if we
could get the privilege of offering an amendment providing a
minimum of $30 a month this House would adopt it with an
overwhelming vote. The old soldiers of the country and thelr
friends will not fail to note that with complete unanimity the
Republicans of this body have to-day sought in every parlia-
mentary way to get a chance to liberalize this bill, and that these
efforts have been uniformly blocked by gentlemen on the Demo-
cratic side of the House. My genial friend from Ohio [Mr.
Key] suggested a while ago that the action of the recent confer-
ence of the Republican Members of the House approving the
Smoot bill is responsible for the partisanship and acrimony
which has developed in this debate. Of course I take it that
the Democrats of the House have never been guilty of similar
action. I am unable to understand how the decision of the
Republican Members of the House, that they favored the Smoot
bill, which is a more liberal bill than this one, stirred up our
Democratic friends and invoked partisan discussion, if it be true,
as some of them contend, that the Democratic Party is friendlier
to the old soldiers than the Republican Party. Of course. every-
one who is at all familiar with the history of pension legislation
knows that such a contention is absurd.

My distinguished friend from Missouri, Judge RuckEer, who
is always eloquent and usually fair in debate, referred to the
Sherwood Act of May 11, 1912, as an evidence of the friendli-
ness of the Democratic Party to the veterans of the Civil War.
I have not the time to go into an analysis of the vote on that
bill, but I beg to remind the House that with 225 Democratic
Members of this body at that time, only 97 Demoeratie votes were
cast for the bill, while practically the entire Republican vote
was cast for it.

An analysis of the vote shows that but for the loyal and un-
wavering support which it received at the hands of the Repub-
lican membership the bill would have been overwhelmingly
defeated in the House of its alleged friends. The vote in the
Senate was of a similar character, and the vote in both Houses
on that bill shows unmistakably and unanswerably, as I have
heretofore said in this body, that the Republican’ Party as an
organization has been the constant advocate and loyal sup-
porter of liberal pensions for those who fought under the Stars
and Stripes in every conflict in which our lag has been carried,
and that the Democratic Party as an orgaaization, with here
and there an exception, has been, particularly since the Civil
War, against liberal pension legislation. And mark this predic-
tion, gentlemen, and I am willing to renounce all claims to the
gift of prophecy if I miss it: I predict that there will be a lot
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of Demgoeratic votes agzainst this bill, which vote would be ¢on-
siderably larger but for the political exigencies involved, and
that there will not be a single Republican vote cast against it.

Before closing, Mr, Speaker, I desire to say that I do not
believe my colleugue from Indiana, Mr. Braxp, intended to
question the loyalty to the old soldiers of Ohio’s grand old man,
Gen. Saerwoop, and I think the langnage that the gentleman
used was in the heat of debate, more or less perverted for one
purpose or another. I have served for many years ou the
Invalid Pensions Committee with Gen. SmeErwoop, and I am
glad to say that I do not think the soldiers of the country have
a more faithful or a more loyal friend in this body than he.
[Applause. ]

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr; Speaker, I ask upanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I nsk unanimous consent
that all gentlemen who speak or who have spoken on this bill
e granted leave to extend their remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that all gentlemen who have spoken upon this bill or
who may speak upon it be permitted to extend their remarks in
the REcorp. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, a great many gentlemen have
not had the opportunity of speaking on this bill who would Iike
to, and I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen have five
legislative days within which to extend their remarks on this
bill. :
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Olhio asks unanimous
eonsent that all gentlemen may have five legislative days within
which to extend their remarks in the Recorp, Is there objec-
tion? -

There was no objeetion.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-half minute to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SatrH].

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank you
and the House for the short time allowed me to express my ap-
proval of pensions for our veteran soldiers.

May I be permitted to say at the outset, if there ever was a
policy to which the United States was fully committed it is the
“poliey of liberal pensions for our veteran soldiers?

Abraham Lincoln had their welfare at heart, and it was he
who stated that this country should devote itself to binding up
the wounds of the afflicted and caring for the widows and or-
phans of our veteran soldiers. Schuyler Colfax was likewise a
sincere friend to the veteran soldiers and favored pensions as
a war policy. And, Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to state that as
a reward for valuable services this Nation owes a debt to its
veteran soldiers which can not be paid alone in gratuity, but
in rewnrding them in part for the sacrifices they endured and
the services they performed.

Indeed we would have no united Nation to-day if it had not
been for the veteran soldier. Probably the lesson of their sac-
rifices in enlisting is brought home closer to us to-day than it
was before the present European world war started.

Now, we see young men not only leaving home and every-
thing dear to them, but also leaving behind opportunities of
making a success in business pursuits, just as the =oldiers of
the Civil War did. Many of them give up, their hope of educa-
tion, quit their studies, close the college’ door, and exchange
their books of learning for a knapsack and rifle to learn the
art of war.

We are at war. There is no use of evading that fact. Every
man who formerly was for peace should now be for war. The
very life of our country and its institutions are at stake, as
well as the safety of our homes and the welfare of our familles.

We may learn a lesson from heroie, patriotic, and noble Bel-
gium. TIts people made the supreme sacrifice. Few Belgians
are now living in that desolated country. Those who are able
to work were driven by the Hun hordes Into bondage, to make
munitions, to raise food, and some of them to serve under pen-
alty of death in the German military establishment. What a
scene! What a sacrifice Belgium made! Are we now less
patriotic or strong in heart?

It is & long way from peace to a war basis; but we must de-
vote ourselves wholly to war until victory comes. Our sons
and young men have gone to war. The morale of our people
and the fighting dispusition of our people must support them.
‘We must do everything we ean here at home in this country to
cocourage and support them. Sples must be hung, traitors
must be shot, sedition must be quelled. Unity of purpose and
unitv of action there must be. We are fighting a terrible war—
one-half of the world against the other half—but with right-

eousness and justice upon our side, surely as the sun shines in
the sky, we will be victorious in the end.

May I further say that I have always favored a dollar-a-day
pension for the veteran soldiers? I think that is little enough.
In my first campaign I spoke in favor of the Sherwood dollar-a-
day pension bill and voted for it here in the House. That bill
passed the House, but was amended by the McCumber amemnd-
ment in the Senate to a double standard age and service bill,
allowing pensions according to the time of service and age of
the veteran. I think the time has now come when every veteran
who served in the Army of the United States and offered his life
for his ecountry should be put on the pension roll. I likewise
believe that every veteran soldier who is in humble circum-
stances and not able to earn a livelihood and needing frequent
and ‘peno(lic attention ought to receive a pension sufliclent to
support him and furnish him medieal care and attendanee in
order that he might not be reduced to want and have the
thought of poverty haunting him or on his mind in his last days.

I am pleased that this bill makes a horizontal increase of 30
per cent over the amount of the pension now received by the
soldier. The inereased cost of living makes an increase of the
pension absolutely necessary ; and while 30 per cent Increase in
his pension will not meet half the inerease now in the cost of
living, it will help some and be a recognition for the valuable
s?l’:tices performed by him in the dark and perilous hours of our
Nation.

When the boys enlisted—for they were mere boys—they were
told that they and their dependents would be cared for by the
Nation, and I am pleased to see this promise being kept. I think
the provision of the bill stating that any soldier who has an
income of $1,000 a year should not be entitled to an increase
should be stricken from the bill. And if the lowest pension
granted to any soldier was $1 a day I would be more pleased in
giving my support to it. But it is the best we can do. The bill
comes under a rule curtailing debate and allowing no amend-
ments, so that in the House all we cun do is to pass it as it is.

It is stated on the floor of the House by Gen. SHERWOOD,
chairman of the Invalid Pension Committee, that this bill has
the favor, support, and recommendation of many posts of the
Grand Army of the Republic of the United States. He presents
many letters in support of this contention. I have no doubt but
that this bill carries the indorsement of a large majority of the
Grand Army of the Republic of our Nation, although I wish
they had made the minimum pension $30 instead of $25.

Mr. Speaker, let me voice my appreciation of the manner of
providing for our present soldiers fighting in the great European
war by giving them an insurance policy of $10.000 at the low rate
of practically $7 per month. In case of death this amount is
paid to their dependents. In ease of injury they draw an
amount approximating $60 per month. This takes eare of the
pension situation for our present Army. Those not injured con-
tribute to those who are injured, and under it ample provision
is made for our soldiers against want and privation.

Our glorious conntry is now passing through the shadow of
the greatest war of our history. Let every mar who remains at
home do his duty as well as the boys at the front are doing
theirs, and our flag will continue to wave over the land of the
free; our Nation, with its many opportunities, and our homes,
with their pleasing hearthstones, will be forever secure and safe
in the years to come against any tyrant and all barbarians.
[Applause,]

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Spenker, I yield the remainder of my
time to the ranking member of the committee, the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. RusseLL].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognlzed
for six minutes.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Spenker, I yield to no man in this House
in friendship for the old soldier. I have sometimes said that
it would be a disgrace to this Government to permit any of the
old veterans of the Civil War to go to the poorhouse or suffer
for the necessaries of life. I feel so now. This bill provides for
a 30 per cent inerease of all pensions now paid to Union soldiers
of the Civil War, which is necessary and justified by the present
high cost of living, and I hope it will be promptly passed.

I am sorry to see that there is some disposition on the part of
some of the gentlemen in this House to inject politics into this
discussion to-day. I served in this House while the Republicans
were in power, and during that time two general pension laws
were passed. We are assailed here to-day because this bill comes
up under suspension of the rules. Of the two pension bills that
were passed by the Republican Party while they were In power,
during the time that I served in this House, one of them was the
increase of the widow’s pension from $8 to $12 per month. That
was passed on February 3,1908. It was taken upand passed under
suspeusion of the rules, just as this bill is to be passed to-day.
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Efforts were made to amend it without avail. It wasa privileged
bill, as this is. You had in the chair at that time the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannox], whom we all
respect, and I know him to be a friend of the soldier and of the
soldiers’ widows at all times. You were asked to-day why we
did not call this bill up as a privileged bill and pass it in that
way? Why did not the Republicans call up the widows’ bill as
a privileged bill and pass it? Because they wanted it passed as
it was brought into the Hopse by the committee and did not
want to throw it open to amendment. Another bill was passed
while the Republicans were in power, while I was a Member.
That was the Sulloway bill. It was passed on January 10, 1911.
The same conditions exactly obtained at that time. It was
brought up under suspension of the rules. It was a privileged
bill. You had a friend in the chair, but you did not call it up as
a privileged bill. You brought it up under suspension of the
rules, as we have done with this bill to-da;". An effort was made
by no less distinguished a man than the Scnator from Massa-
chusetts, Mr. WEEKs, then a Member of the House, to amend it,
but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FuLLer], who had charge
of the bill, objected, and no amendment was permitted at that
time. Why do you censure us to-day for deing what the Republi-
cans did all the time while they were in power? I call attention
to the fact that the Sulloway bill, the purpose of which was to
pay pensions to all soldiers of the Civil War, although passed in
this House, was defeated in the Senate, nand never while the
Republican Party was in power did yon give the old soldiers of
this country any relief, but it was the Democratic Congress that
first passed the Sherwood bill. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] This was the first general pension bill that provided pen-
sions for all the soldiers of the Civil War who fought for the
preservation of the Union. I do not deny that you Republicans
are now friendly to the old soldiers, but the fact remains that
after long years of political power you failed to give them rellef,
but the Democratic Party promptly did so by the passage of
the Sherwood bill.

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I have not the time. After that bill was
passed by a Democratic House it was cut down in amount by
a Republican Senate, and now they tell us that the Senate will
have to improve this bill by giving us the Smoot bill. The Sen-
ate never did improve a pension bill that was sent to it by this
House. [Laughter and applause.] The Sulloway bill was de-
feated entirely, and the Sherwood bill was largely reduced. Is
not that true?

Mr. LANGLEY. Will not the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes; for a short question.

Mr. LANGLEY. All right. Is it not a fact that there were
225 Demoerats in the House when the Sherwood bill was passed,
and they only gave 97 votes, and that every Itepublican in the
House who voted was recorded for that bill? I have reference
to the record.

Mr. RUSSELL. My friend from Kentucky is mistaken. Whefi
the Sherwood bill was passed such distinguished Republicans
as Payne of New York and Hill of Connecticut and Gardner and
McCall of Massachusetts all voted against it, and when the
Sulloway bill was passed by the House the Republican leader
on the floor, Mr. Payne, made a speech against it; and the
present Republican leader, the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Gicrerr], Senator Weeks, of Massachusetts, and the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. LoxeworTH] all spoke against it.

- .Mr. LANGLEY. Is not the gentleman talking about the
Sulloway bill? I am speaking from recollection. I know nearly
all of them voted for it, and I thought they all did.

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not know how many Republicans voted
for it. I know it is quite a habit of Republicans to make
speeches against bills and then vote for them. [Laughter and
applause on the Democratic side.] They may have done it in
this ease. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. GARNER. Is it not probable that a great many regrets
have been expressed here to-day while entertaining the hope
that the bill will pass gs it is?

Mr. RUSSELL. Absolutely. There is no Republican in this
House to-day who will vote against this bill. I am satisfied of
that. They know it is a good bill, and yet they have undertaken
to try to criticize the bill and chastise us for trying to suspend the
rules so as to get it through promptly. )

I was surprised when my friend from Michigan [Mr. Mc-
Lavenrin] said that all the credit of getting this bill up in the
House to-day is due to the tireless efforts of the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Branp] because he agitated the question on the
fAgor last Saturday. Why, God bless you, my friends, the gen-
tlemen from Ohio [Mr. SEErwoop and Mr. AsHBroox] and
myself had already before that time gone to the Speaker of this
House, who is a friend of the old soldier, and L had promised

us before last Saturday that he would recognize Gen. SHERWOo0OD
to-day to do just what we have done. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired; all
time has expired. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill,

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from
Nebraska rise?

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, to submit a unanimous-consent
request. I have an amendment on the Clerk's desk, and I ask
to have it read and acted upon, providing for the reduction of
the time of service from 90 days to 30 days,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Sroan]
uskstunanlmous consent that he be permitted to offer an amend-
ment——

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I regret not to accommodate
g;a ggmleman from Nebraska, but I think we had better vote on

s 2 :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects.
question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill.

The question was taken,

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order there
is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana makes the
point of order there is no quorum present, and the Chair will
count. [After counting.] A hundred and fifty-six gentlemen,
not a quorum, are present. The Doorkeeper will lock the doors,
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will
call the roll.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DYER. Will the vote be now upon the passage of
the bill?

The SPEAKLER. The question is on suspension of the rules
and the passage of the bill. Those in favor will vote “aye”
and those opposed will vote * no.”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 242, nays 46,
answered “ present” 2, not voting 140, as follows:

The

YHASB—242,
Alexander Esch Linthicam Sanford
Anderson Evans Ltitlegnz-_ Neott, Towa
Anthony * Fairchiid, B. I.. - Lobec Scott, Mich,
Ashbrook Ferris London - Heully
Austin Tess Lonergan Hears
Ayres Fisher Lufkin Sells
Daer “lood Lundeen Shallenberger
Darkley Focht Lunn Sherwood
Barnhart Foster McAndrews Shouse
DBeakes Francis McArthur Sims
Beshlin Frear MeClintie Sinnott
Black Freeman McFadden Sloan
Bland French McKenzie Small
Booher Fuller, 111, . McEKeown Smith, Idaho
Britten Fuller, Mass. McLaughlin, Mich,SBmith, Mich,
Browne Gallivan McLemore Smith, C. I.

Browning Gandy Madden Hnell
Brumbaugh Garner Magee Snook
Burnett Garrett, Tenn. Mapes Bnyder
Butler Gillett Mason Htafford
Caldwell Glynn Mays Stedman
Campbell, Kans. Godwin, N. C. Merritt Hteenerson
Cannon Graham, Il Miller, Minn. Stephens, Nebr,
Caraway Graham, Pa. Miller, Wash, Sterling, 111,
Carter, Okla. Green, lowa Moon Sterling, Pa.
Cary Greene, Mass. Moores, Ind. Stevenson
Chandler, N. Y. Greene, VT, Morgan Stiness
Chandler, Okla., Hadley Nedly Strong
Clark, Fla. Hamilton, Mich, Nelson Switzer
Classon Hamlin Nichols, Mich. Talbott
Cla:&pool Hardy Norton Taylor, Colo.
Coady Hastings Oldfield Thomas
Cooper, Ohio Hawley Olney Tillman
Cooper, W. Va Ifayden Osborne Tilson
Cooper, Wis layes O’'Shaunessy Timberlake
Copley Teaton Overmyer Towner
Cox ielvering Padgett Treadway
Crago Hensley Parker, N. J. Van Dyke
Cramton Hersey Parker, N. Y. Vestal

isp Hicks Peters Yolgt
Crosser Hilliard Platt Volstend
Dallinger Holland Polk Walsh
Davidson Huddleston Pon Walton

ker Hull, Iowa Pratt Ward

Delaney Igoe Price Waszon
Dempsey Ireland Purnell Watking
Denton James Rainey, II. T. Watson, Va.
Dickinson Johnson, %r. Rainey, J. W. Webh

11 Johnson, Wash. Raker Welty

xon Kearns Ramseyer Wheeler
Doolittle Keating Randall White, Me.
Doremus Kehoe Reed White, Ohio
Doughton Kennedy, Iowa Robbins 1liams
Dowell Key, Ohio Roberts Wilson, Il
Drane Kiess, Pa, Rodenberg Winslow
Dyer Kinkaid Rogers Wood, Ind.

q Kitchin Romjue Woods, Iown
Elliott Knutson Rubey Woodyard
Ellsworth Kraus Russell Young, N. Dak.
Elston La Follette Babath
Emerson Langley Banders, Ind.
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. NAYB—46. :
Almon Dominick Oliver, Ala. Summners
Aswell Ipré Overstreet Taylor, Ark.
Bankhead Engle Park Venable
Bell Garrett, Tex. Quin Vinson
Blackmen Goodwin, Ark. Rayburn Walker
Blanton Gordon Rouse Weaver
Drand Heflin Rucker Whaley
Bucbanan Helm Bherley Wise
DByrnes. 8, C. Houston Sisson Wright
Candler, Miss. Kincheloe Slayden Young, Tex.
Collier Larsen Steagall
Connally, Tex. Mansfield Stephens, Miss,

ANSWERED * PREBENT "—2,
Byrus, Tenn, Wilson, Tex,
RNOT VOTING—140,

Bacharach Tields Kelley, Mich. Powers
Borland Flynn Kelly, Pa. Ragsdale
Bowers Fordney hennedy. e & Ramsey
Brodbeck Foss Kettner Rankin
Burroughs Gallagher Kin Reavis
Camphell, P'a. Garid Krelder Riordan
Canptrill Garland LaGuardia Robinson
Carew Glass Lazaro Rose
Carlin Good T.ea; Cal. Rowe
Carter, Mass. Goodall Lee, Ga Rowland
Church Gould T.ehlbach Sanders, La.
Clark, I"a. Gray, Ala Lesher Sanders, N. X,
Cleary Gray, N Lever Saunders, Va.
Connelly, Kans. Gregg Little Schall
Costello Griest Longworth Beott, Pa.
Currie, Mich Grifiin McCormick Rhackleford
Curry. I Hamill McCullock Siegel
Dale, N. Y Hamilton, N Y. . McKinley (‘mg
Dale, Vt Harrison, Miss. McLanghlin, I'a. Smith, T.F
Darrow Harrlson, Va. Maher Steele
Davls Haskell Mann Sullivan
Denison Haugen Martin Sweet
Dent Heintz Aleeker Swift
Dewalt Hollingsworth Mondell Tague
Dies Hood Montague Temple
Dillon Howard Aloore, I'a. Templeton
Donovan Hull, Tenn. Morin Thompson
Dooling Humphreys - Mott Tinkham
Drukker Husted Mudd Vare
Dunn Hutchinson Nicholls, 8. C. Waldow
Edmonds Jacoway Nolan Watson, Ma.
Estopinal Jobnnon, 8. Dak. Om‘er. N.Y. Welllng
Falrchild, G. W. Jones %e Wilson, La.
Fairfield Juul l'hp an ‘Wingo
Farr Kahn Porter Zihlman

So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were
suspended and the bill was passed, v

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr. NicuoLLs of South Carolina with Mr. REavis.
Mr. Dare of New York with Mr. HASKELL.

Mr. Steere with Mr, Haamerox of New York.

Mr. THoMmas F. SyitH with Mr. Gray of New Jersey.
Mr. MagEr with Mr. GoopaLL.

Mr, SawpeErs of Louisiana with Mr. WALbow.

Mr. Byrns of Tennessee with Mr. BurroUGHS.

Mr. Fierps with Mr, Kexxeny of Rhode Island.

Mr. DEnT with Mr. Kann.

. Howarp with Mr. BACHARACH.

. Dooring with Mr. Curey of California.

. CampBELL of Pennsylvania with Mr. ZiALMAN,

. EstoriNaL with'Mr. BowERs.

. CARTRILL with Mr. Davrs.

', BorLaxD with Mr. DArrow.

. DonovaN with Mr. Crark of Pennsylvania.

. CLEARY with Mr. GeEorge W. IPAIRCHILD,

. BropBEck with Mr., DENISON.

. DEwaALT with Mr. WaTtson of Pennsylvania,

. Cagrew with Mr. FAIRFIELD.

. ConnELLY of Kansas with Mr,
. CarLiN with Mr. CosTELLO.

. Dies with Mr, DUNN,

. CEURCH with Mr. Currie of Michigan.
. Riorpan with Mr. Mupp.,

. Hamriir with Mr. Fagz.

. Lazaro with Mr. King.

. OLiveEr of New York with Mr.
. GaLLagHER with Mr. Foss.
Mr. PHELAN with Mr. KRrEIDER,

. Hagrrison of Virginia with Mr. GARLAXD,
. GAarp with Mr, LoXGWoRTH.

. KELLY of Pennsylvania with Mr. Goob.

. JAcowAY with Mr. HAUGEN.

. LeE of Georgia with Mr. McCuLrocH.

. HarrisoN of Mississippi with Mr. JuurL,
. JonEs with Mr. TINKHAM.

., Grass with Mr. GouLp.

. Lea of California with Mr. Morix.

. HurL of Tennessee with Mr. Lt-:umacn.
. Lesger with Mr. GRIEST.

. HumMpHEEYS with Mr. LiTTLE.

EpMoxNDs.

MEEKER.

Mr.
Mr.
My,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
My,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
M.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Gray of Alabama with Mr. HuTCcHINSON.
MonTAaGUE with Mr. McKINLEY.

Lever with Mr. SiEGEL.

Hoop with Mr. McLavennix of Pennsylvania.
GreGe with Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania.
Racspare with Mr. HusTED.

GriFFIx with Mr. MoNpeLL,

MarTix with Mr. TEMPLE.

Ropixsox with Mr. PAige. .

SHACKLEFORD With Mr, PorTER.

SvrLrivax with Mr, Rausey.

Savxpees of Virginia with Miss RaN®IN.
Tacue with Mr. Rose.

THoamrsoN with Mr, Saxpers of New York.
WELLING with Mr. SwirT.
Wirson of Louisiana with Mr.
Wixnco with Mr. SwEgET,
FrLysx~ with Mr, RowrLAND.

Mr. ScHALL with Mr, SELLs.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, my collengue, Mr. Norax. is
unavoidably absent. 1f he were present, he would vote “ yea,”

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr.
Dare of Vermont, is absent, making patriotic speeches. If he
were present, he would vote * yea.”

Mr. JAMES. Mr." Speaker, Mr. KetLy of Pennsylvania is
absent. If he were present, I am nuthorized to say, he would
vote “ yen."”

Mr. GANDY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr, DiLLoxN,
avoidably detained at home.
s .m-“

Mr SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, DMr,
Forpxey, is necessarily and unavoidably absent, and I am
authorized to say that if he were present, he would vote * yea."

Mr. SCOTT of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr.
KeLLeY of Michigan, is unaveidably absent. If he were present,
he would vote “ yea."

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will
open the doors.

RowE.

is un-
If he were here, he would vote

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. ConnerLy of Kansas, for 10 days, on account of im-
portant business; and

To Mr. Famrierp (at the request of Mr. VEstaLn), for 10 days,
to attend the funeral of his mother.

AGE OF CANDIDATES FOR NAVAL ACADEMY.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the first bill on the

-Calendar for Unanimous Consent,

The first business on fthe Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 3402), to fix the age limit’'for candidates for
admission to the United States Naval Academy. .

The title was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FosTER).
to the consideration of the bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I under-
stood the gentleman withdrew it the other day for the purpose
of offering- an amendment. I would like to inquire if the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Papgerr] has any amendment
which he wishes to offer?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. sir. I wanted to offer an amendment,
in lines 4 and 5, to strike out the words “ between the ages of
16 and 20 years on July,” and ask unanimous consent in lien
thereof to insert “ not less than 16 years of age nor more than
20 years of age on April,” so that it will read:

That hereafter nll candidates for admission to the Nawal Academy
must be not less than 16 years of age nor more than 20 years of age
on April 1 of the calerdar year in which they enter the academy.

Mr. GILLETT. How does that change it from the present
law?

Mr. P&DGETT I was going to state it. At present we have
two laws on the subject of nominees made by Senators and Mem-
bers of the House, and they provide that they must not be less
than 16 nor more than 20 at the date of the examination.

Now, they hold two examinations every year and sometimes
three, The examinations are usually held in February and
April. The law with reference to admission from the service
provides for another date for entering the academy, so that
there are varying dates. This is simply to leave the age limit
the same and to fix April 1 as the date of determining the age.
I selected April 1 because at present the practice is to hold
examinations in February and in April. They hold them soine-
times, I think, about the first or second Tuesday in April.

Mr. STAFFORD. Always the third Tuesday of February and
the third Tuesday of April.

Is there objection

~~
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Alr. PADGETT. So that this is a fair mean between those
two examination dates,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I understand the present age limit
8 22 years. Why the discrimination? Why limit it fo 20 years?

Mr, PADGETT. The question has been before the committee
a number of times, and all the naval people have advocated re-
ducing the age to 18, making it 15 to 18, claiming that the younger
ones adapt themselves to the service far better than the older
ones. But we have kept the age the same and are proposing to
have the 1st of April fixed as the definite date for the entry.

Mr. CANNON, It does not apply to this year?

Mr. PADGETT. No, sir.

Mr. KEARNS., The maximum is 20 years? i

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; the maximum is 20 years. This does
not affect that now.

Mr. KEARNS. You say there is a movement on foot to reduce
it to 15 years?

Mr. PADGETT. T say it has been advocated before the com-
mittee for several years, but the committee has never recomp-
mended reducing the age.

Mr. KEARNS. I understand in the last examination scarcely
any of the boys who were high-school boys passed the examina-
tion. I am speaking of the April examination.

Mr. PADGETT. I have not heard anything about the April
examination. That was not the case with respect to the Ieb-
roary examination.

Mr, KEARNS. I was told that the April examination was the
most slifiicult one they have liad in years. If a boy 18 years
old could not pass it, I do not know how a boy 15 years old
could. <

Mr. PADGETT. We have not advocated placing the age at 15,

Mr, Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows: 3

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter all candidates for admission to the
Naval Academy must be between the ages of 16 and 20 years on July 1
of the calendar year In which they enter the acadr-mg: Provided, That
the foregoing shall not apply to candidates for midshipmen designated
for entrance to the academy in 1018,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by Mr. Papcerr: Page 1, lines 4 and 5
after the word * be,” In line 4, strike out “ between the ages of 16 and
20 years on July,” and insert * not less than 16 years of age or more
than 20 years of age on April,” so that the bill as amended will read :

“ That hereafter all eandidates for admission to the Naval Academy
must be not less than 16 years of age or more thag 20 years of age
on April 1 of the calendar year in which they enter the academy,” ete.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, n parlinmentary inquiry. What
is the proposition? What age limit is being fixed?
Mr. PADGETT. It is not changing the age limit. This fixes

a definite date to determine the age.

Mr. MADDEN. They must be from 16 fo 20 now when they
make an applieation. This is for the examination?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. This is when the examination is held.
One is held in April and one in February, and sometimes they
hold them in June. In another law as to those who come in
frow the service il is the date of entering the aeademy. This
is to determine a uniform time for entry.

Alr, MADDEN. So that if a young man were appointed, for
example, in March for examination in April, and he was 20
years of age on the 1st of May he would not be admitted?

Mr, PADGETT. He would be admitted. He would have to be

+ 20 years of age prior to the 1st day of April.

Mr., MADDEN. Suppose a young man became 20 years of
age on the 1st of April, and I was not able to appoint him for
the April examination and wanted to appoint him for the June
examination?

Mr. PADGETT. We do not regularly have June examina-
tions. They are very rare. We have had only one June exnmi-
nation in a number of years past.

Mr, MADDEN. They esamine them specially in June. I
have had it done,

Mr. PADGETT. They may be special examinations.

Mr. MADDEN. I do not say regular examinations. What
would happen to a boy in that case?

Alr. PADGETT. If he were over 20 years of age on the Ist
day of April he could not enter, and if he were under that he
would enter. It only fixes a definite date, whereas now we
have a fluctuating, varying date, according to the examination
and then under two different laws.

Mr, MADDEN. What advantage is there in the new scheme?
. Mr. PADGETT. The department says it will save an im-
mense amount of misunderstanding and confusion all over the
country, aml will save them a vast amount of correspondence
explaining the situation from time to time,

Mr., MADDEN. What misunderstanding could they have, for
example, if I were going to nominate a young man for exami-
nation to the Naval Academy? I would ascertain all the facts in
the case and would know whether the young man was within
the prescribed age, and I would not nominate him if he were
not, How would that affect the department?

Mr. PADGETT. It affects the department by people writing
to the department from all over the country as to when a young
man can enter.

Mr. MADDEN,
appointment,

Mr. PADGETT. T know; but the people have an interest In
knowing about it, and they write to the department asking as te
eligibility and age, and the department writes replies and tells
them it is between the ages of 16 and 20, and then they want to
know when that 16 and 20 is to be determined.

Mr. MADDEN. That would determine itself, would it not,

Mr, PADGETT. It would determine itself if you had refer-
ence to a time fixed to determine it. For instance, if a young
n:gn is more than 20 years of age in February, he would be too
old.

Mr. MADDEN. Of course, nobody would appoint him.

Mr. PADGETT. But If he came to take the examination in
April he would not be too old if he attempted to take it in Febru-
ary, but he would be young enough to take it in April if he were
20 years of age a day or two after the examination.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the enactment of this law prevent people
from writing to the department?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know. It just gives a definite date
and leaves a great deal more to be explained.

Mr. MADDEN, I do not think it will make a bit of difference
about the annoyance to the department, if they consider it an
annoyance when the people in the country ask them questions.
Of course, you can not account for what military ancd naval
people think is an annoyance. Ordinarily people in the public
service, like Members of Congress and others in the civil branches
of the Government, do not consider it any annoyance to have
people ask questions; hut as a rule naval officers and those in
the military branch of the service, whenever you ask a question,
say, “ What are you interfering in this thing for?" They really
seem to think they are omnipotent and that we are here by suf-
france, and that we are just necessary nuisances with whom
they have to put up during the period of the congressional ses-
sion. Of course, if they feel that way about a Member of Con-

But the people have nothing to do with the

.gress, I do not wonder that they feel annoyed when a citizen

asks them a question. .

Mr, PLATT. M. Speaker, I want to move an amendment to
the amendment by changing April 1 to July 1. That Is prae-
tically the time of admission to the academy, and I do not see
why it is not the better date.

Mr. PADGETT. The department recommended July 1, and
I had it July 1 in the original bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr,
Prattl.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. PLATT moves to amend the amendment by striking out the word
“ April " and inserting in lien thereof the word * July."”

Mr. PADGETT. That was in the original bill, but when it
was discussed here the other day you will remember it appeared
that the effect will be to shorten the tern instead of to lengthen
it. I think we had better leave it April.

Mr, PLATT. What is the reason for making it April?

Mr. PADGETT. Itsimply extends the benefit of the time from
July to April.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, will not a vote in favor of the Platt
amendment be the same as a vote against the Padgett amend-
ment?

Mr. PADGETT. Just exactly.

Mr, PLATT. I understand this is to make uniform the differ-
ent dates of admission—to make the law uniform?

Mr. PADGETT. The department submitted July, and the com-
mittee reported July, but when we had the discussion here the
other day it appeared that it would be more accommodating to
have it April; and as a result of the discussion here, to adapt it
to the trend of opinien at that time, I have suggested April.

Mr. PLATT. That is to give three months longer to each
applicant,

Mr. PADGETT. No; the effeet of
July you shorten the time,

it is that if you put it in
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Mr. PLATT. T understand that.

Mr. PADGETT.  You shorten the age limit within which a
man may enter,

Mr. PLATT. That is what the Navy Department want to do.

Mr. PADGETT. I know ; they suggested July, but we thought
we ought not to reduce the "0 vears. So we are making it April,
which leaves it practically 20 years, as the law now exists,

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield
three minutes to me?

Mr. PADGETT. 1 yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this matter was considered at
some length on the last Unanimous Consent Calendar day. The
chairman of the committee withdrew the bill for the purpose of
providing for the hiatus which the amendment of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Prarr] would create and for this reason:
There are some instances where boys have been selected for
next year's appointments who become 20 years of age after the
third Tuesday in April. Now, the amendment of the gentleman
from New York would absolutely preclude those boys from taking
the examination, because on July 1 they would be more than
20 years of age, but they would not be 20 years of age on April 1.
There are ome enses where boys have been preparing, mayhap
for years, to take this examination, and to pass this bill with the
proposed amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Prarr] would absolutely preclude them, because while under
existing law they are now privileged to take the examination if
they are not 20 on the third Tuesday in April, if they become
20 between the third Tuesday in April and the 1st of July, as
proposed by the amendment of the gentleman from New York,
they would be excluded. Certainly the gentleman does not
intend that.

Mr, PLATT. Baut the law at present provides that.

Mr. PADGETT. I hope the amendment to the amendment
will not be agreed to, but that the date, April 1, will be adopted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pratr] to the
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PApGeETT].

The amendment to the amendment of Mr. PrLATr was rejected.

Mr. PADGETT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. MapbEN],

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it does not seem to me that
there is any sense in the passage of such a law as this, not a bit.
It does not do any good, and it may do a lot of harm. Every
Member of Congress who has the power to nominate a boy for
admission to the Naval Academy knows that under the law
the boy is not eligible unless he is between the ages of 16 and
20, anylhiow. Now, why fix a definite date when he must have
reached the age 1imit? We might select a man for admission
to the Naval Academy for examination in June. We might
select him for an examination in January, or in February, or
for examination in April, or at any time, but we all know that
when we do select him he must be within the age limit. The
fixing of a definite date when he must have reached the age
limit will work a great hardship in many cases. Men may by
the passage of this law be excluded from the possibility of get-
ting into the Naval Academy at all; and if the only purpose of
the enactment of the law is to prerent an annoyance to those
who are paid by the Government of the United States to answer
the questions of the citizens of the United States, it ought not
to be enacted. They are in office for the purpose of transacting
the public business, and they ought to consider it a pleasure
and a privilege to answer questions asked by citizens of the
United States. I know of no person so humble, anywhere in
America, that T would not be glad to answer if they appealed to
me for information, if I had the information. I do not want
ever to consider myself so important that I will become annoyed
by being asked a question.

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, MADDEN. Yes

Mr. RAKER. Under the law as it is now, the Member nomi-
nates a candidate for midshipman and the boy becomes 16 years
of age hefore admission, he can be admitted ?

i Mr. MADDEN. Any time he is nominated, if within the age
imit.

Mr. RAKER. Before he enters the academy?

Mr. MADDEN. Any person who has sense enough to nomi-
nate the boy for admission to the Naval Academy certainly has
sense enough to know whether he is within the age limit. What
I want to impress upon the gentleman and others is the fuet
that Members of Congress are supposed to have enough sense
to know when a man is within the age limit, and not to nominate
him unless he is within that limit., I have no patience with
men who sit in these swivel chairs in the Navy Department who
are annoyed because somebody asks them questions for infor-
mation. You do not very often get information when you do

ask for it, anyhow. BMost of the time they send you back one
of those old-time printed slips, with somebody’s name at the
bottom of it, giving you information generations old instead of
answering the question you asked. And then you do not always
get that, Semetimes it is two or three weeks after you have
written your letter. I got a letter the other day in reply to one
I sent on the 26th of March. I got my answer on the 4th .7
May. It did not give me any information then. When I called
up to find out why it took six weeks to write a letter that did
not give the information, they said they were trying to find out
what the reply should be, and they did not succeed in that. So
I say that legislation of this kind ought not to be brought up
in the House for consideration. Leave it to the good judgment
of the Member of Congress who is authorized to nominate and
let him decide when the boy is eligible and when he is not, and
not leave it to some man in the Navy Department to say whether
the Member of Congress has properly performed his duties, I
am opposed to any such legislation. [Applause.]

Mr, PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I have stated heretofore the
purpose of this bill. We have conflicting legislation, and this
is simply to give uniform time so that everybody can act upon
it. L The gentleman’s own statement answers the question,
Under the law as it is now, if Members of Congress nominate,
the law says the candidate must be between the ages of 18 and
20 at the date of examination. Now, in one year that is one
day and in another year it is a different day. It varies. If
a man goes in from the service, it says that he must be between
the ages of 16 and 20 at the time he enters the academy.

All that this does is to say that he must be between the ages
of 16 and 20 on the 1st day of April of the year in which he
enters the academy. Examinations have been held in February
and in April, and if the 1st day of April is fixed, it is a fair
date with reference to nominations by a Member of Congress.
It does not change the age limit at all, but the change is from
July to April for the reason that it would give the benefit of the
difference between April and July in the age limit in favor of
the boy entering.

Mr. KINKAID. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes,

Mr. KINKAID. Does the bih as worded apply to candidates
entering next year?

Mr. PADGETT. It says that it does not apply to the present
year.

Mr. FREEMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. FREEMAN. Why not fix it on the third Tuesday of
April, because the candidate for next year may become 20
between April 1 and the third Tuesday of April?

Mr. PADGETT. We have to_have some date. We had it
July at first, and then we fixed it the 1st of April, because we
thought it would give a better chance for the boys.

Mr. FREEMAN. A Member may have a candidate in view
to appoint next year who will become 20 between the 1st dny
of April and the third Tuesday of April.

Mr. HASTINGS. He would be eligible under this act. If he
E}as under that age on April 1 of next year, it would not exclude

m.

Mr. PLATT. Would not exclude those who become 20 be-
tween April 1 and the third Tuesday.

Mr. HASTINGS. On April 1, if he is under 20, he would
go into the academy. °

Mr. HICKS. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee a
question, not exactly pertinent to this subject but one in which
I think the House would be interested. Why the distinction
between the age limit in the Military Academy and in the
Naval Academy?

Mr. PADGETT. It originated many years ago. In the Army
the retiring age is 64 years anrl in the Navy 62 years, and it
was on the theory of 40 years' service before retiring.

Mr. HICKS. Oh, it started from the end of the race and
worked backward?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. MappEN) there were—ayes 54, noes 4.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third
reading of the Senate bill

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, and was
read a third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage
of the bill.

The question was taken.
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Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that

there is no guorum present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
makes the point of order that there is no quornm present. Ivi-
The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
will notify the absentees, aml the Clerk will
The guestion is on the passage of the bill,
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 261, nays 2,

dently there is not.
Sergeant at Arms

call the roll.

not voting 107, as follows:

Alexander
Almon
Anderson
Anthony
Ashbrook
Aswell

Bankhead
Barnhart.
Beakes
Beshlin
Black
Blackmon
Bland

Blanton

her
Bowers
Brand
Browne
Browning
Brumbaugh
Buchatan
Butler
Byrnes S, C,
Byrns, ‘Penn,

gttandlelr. Okla.
.YP‘W

Coady

Colller

Connally, Tex.

Cooper, Ohio

Cooper, W. Va.

Cooper, Wis.

Con

Dallinger
Davidson
Decker
Delancy
Dempsey
Dert
Dickinson
Din
Dixon
Dominick
Doolittle
Dowell
Drane
Dupré
Dyer

En

gun
Eagle
Elliott
Ellsworth
Elston

Austin
Bacharach
Bagr

Bark!c)r

Bell

Borland
Britten
Brodbeck
Durnett
Burroughs
Campbell, Pa.
Cantrill
Carew

Carlin

Carter, Mass,
Cbn.n{‘.tf.er, N. Y.

ure
Clark, Fla.
Clark, Pa.
Classon

Cleary ’
Connelly, Kans.
Costello
Currie. Mich,
Curr_r,' Cal,

e N X,

Darruw
Davis

YEAS—261.
Emerson Larsen
Esch Lea Cal.
Evans Lever ;
Fairchild, B. L.  Linthicum
Fers thtlggazc
Fielils Laobe:
Flood London
Focht Lonergan
Foster Lufkin
Francis Lundeen
Tear .unn
Freeman McAndrews
French McArthur
Fuller, 111 McClinde
Fuller, Masgs, MeCulloch
Galllvaa McFadden
Gandy MeEenzie
Garner AlcKeown
Garrett Tenn. McLaughlin, Mich,
Garrett, Tex, MeLemore
Gillett Magee
Glynn Mansfield
Goodwin, Ark. Mapes
(Gordon Martin
Graham, THL. Mays
Gray, N. J. Miller, Wash.
Green, lowa Montague
Greene, Mass, Moon
Grmne. Vt. Moores, Ind.
Morgan
Ilamlfvton Alich. Neely
Hamlin Nelso
Hard Niclm]ls s.C.
Harrison, Ya. Oldfield
Hastings Oliver, N. Y.
Hau Olney
Hawley (O’'Shaunessy
Hayden Overmyer
Heflin Overstreet
Helm Padgett
Hensley Park
Hersey Parker, N. J.
Hicks Parker, N. Y.
Hilliard Peters
Holland Platt
Houston Ton
Hudilleston Fratt
ull, Tenn. Purnoell
goe uin
Ireland Ralney, H. T
James ey, J. W
Johnson, Ky. Raker
Johnsgon, Wash. - Randall
Juul Rayburn
Kahn o
Keating Robbins
Kehoe Rogers
Kennedy, Towa Romjue
Kettner Rouse
Key, Ohio Rubey
Kless, Pa, Russell
Kincheloe Sabath
Kinkald Banders, Ind.
Kitehin Seott, Iowa
Knutson Scott, Mich.
Langley Bcully
NAYS—2,
Graham, Pa. Madden
NOT VOTING—16T.
Denison Gray, Ala.
ton G
Dewalt Griest
Dies Griffin
Dillon Hamill
Daonovan Hamilton, N Y.
Dooling IHarrison,
Doremus Haskell
Doughton Hayes
Drukker Heaton
Dunn Helntz
Edmonds Helvering
Estopinal Hollingsworth
Fulirchild, G.W. Hood
Fairfield Howard
arr Hull, Town
Ferris Humphreys
Flsher Husted
Flynn Hutchinson
Fordney Jacoway
Foss Johnson, 8. Dak.
Gallagher Jones E
Gard Kearns
Garland Kslley, Mich.
Glnss Kelly, Pa.
Godwin, N. C. edy, 0. I.
Good ng
Goodall Kraus
Gould Kreider

The gentleman from Illinocis

Nears

Hells
Shailanberger
Sherwood
Shouse

Sml th, Idaho
Smith, 'lltoh
Smith, C. B,
snell
Snook
Snyder
Stafford
Steagall
Stedman
Steenerson
Stephens, Miss,
Htephens, Nebr.
Nterling, 11l
Ktevenson
stiness
Strong
Sumners
Switzer
Talbott
Taylor, Ark.
Thomas
Tillman
Tilson
Timberlake
Towner
Van Dyke
Venable
Yistal
Vingon
Volstead
Walker
Walsh
Walton
Ward
Wuson
Watkins
Watson, Va.
Weaver
Webb
gglt

ey
Wheéeler
White, Me.
White, Uhlo
William:
Wilson, Tux.

Wise

Wood, Ind.
Woodyard
Wright

Youog, N. Dak.
Young, Tex
Zihlman

La Follette
LaGuardia
Lazaro

Lee, Ga
Lehibach
Lesher
Little
Longworth
MeCormick

MeKinley
McLaughlin, I'a,
Maher

Mann

Mason
Meeker
Merritt
Miller, Minn.
Mondell
Moore, Pa.
Morin

Mott

Mudd

Nichols, Mich,

Nolan

Norton

Oliver, Ala,
borne

Palge
Ph

May 6,
Polk Raose Slem Tinkham
Torter Rowe Emal Treadway
Powers . Rowland Bmith T.F. Vare
Price, Rucker Steele Voigt
Ragsdale Sanders, La Sterling, I'a. Waidow
msey Randers, N. Y, Bullivan Whatson, I'a.

Ramseyer Sanford Bweet Waealling
Rankin Haunders, Va. Rwiflt Wilson, Ih.
Reavis Sehnll Tague Wilson, La
Riordan Scott, Pa. Taylor, Colo. Wingo

oberts Shacklelfori Temple Winslow
Rolinson Sherley Templeton Woods, Iowa
Rodenberg Siegel Thompson

So the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

Until further notice :

My, Saxpers of Louisiana with Mr. RoDENBERG.

Mr. THoMas F, Sarra with Mr, Reavis.,

Mpr. CaxpBELL of Pennsylvania with Mr, BUI{EO‘LG‘II&

Mr. EstoriNarn with Mr. Kexxeny of Rhode Island,

Mr. Jacoway with Mr, MEEKER.

Mr. Lee of Georgia with Mr. GArLaxD,

Mr, ScHALL with Mr, Norax.

Mr. Bargrey with Mr. Warbow,

Mr. Barnpart with Mr. LentsacH,

Mr. Brrn with Mr. McKiNLEy.

Ar. Bugxer? with Mr. SiEGEL.

Mr. Crark of Florida with Mr, TEurLE

Mr. DeEnton with Mr. AusTiN,

Mr. Doremug with Mr. BRITTES. :

Mr. DoverroN with Mr. Cuaxprer of New York.

Mr. Hervering with Mr. Nicaors of Michigan.

Mr, Fisaeg with Mr, Dare of Vermont.

Mr. Fernis with Mr. Dirrow.

Mr. Gopwix of North Carelina with Mr. Haves.,

Mr, SmErRLEY with Mr. Fornxey.

Mr. Oviver of Alabama with AMr, HEATON.

Mr. Price with Mr. MERnITT.

Mr. Ruexker with Mr, Keagrns,

Mpr, Sararr with Mr. Keriey of Michigan,

Mr., Tayror of Colorado with Mr. Mrrrer of Minnesota.

Mr, Porx with Mr. Masox.

Mr, BAER. Mr, Speaker, the bells did not ring in the House
Office Building for this rell eall, and so I have come in too late
to vote. If I had been present, I would have voted “ yea.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s statement will
appear in the Recorp. ;

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is present,
Doorkeeper will unlock the doors,

On a motion of Mr. PapceErT, a motion to reconsider the vote
by svhich the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar.

ENEBOILED BILL SIGKED,

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of
the following title:

8.3503. An act authorizing the President during the existing
emergency to sell supplies, materials, equipment, or other prop-
erty, heretofore or hereafter purchased, acquired, or manufae-
tured by the United States, in connection with, or incidental to,
the prosecution of the war.

AESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the committee of con-
ference report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 3803) authorizing
the President during the existing emergency fo sell supplles,
materials, equipment, or other property, heretofore or hereufter
purchased, acquired, or manufactured by the United States, in
connection with, or incidental to, the prosecution of the war.

ENXROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. LAZARO, from the Commitiee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that this day they had presented to the President of the Unlted
States for his approval the following joint resolution:

H. J. Res. 284. Joint resolution making an appropriation for
contingent expenses of the ITouse of Representatives.

MUNICIPAL WATER SUPPLY FOR SAN DIEGO, CAL.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 10587) granting to the city of San
Diego certain lands in the Cleveland National Forest and the
Capitan Grande Indian Reservation for duam and reservoir pur-
poses for the conservation of water. and for other purposes,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of this bill?

The
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Mr. CRAMTOXN. Mr. Speaker, T object.

Mr. RAKER. Br. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent that
the hill retain its place on the ealendar, /

The SPEAKER pro temipore, The gentleman from California
asks unanimous consent that the bill retain its place on the
calendar,

Mr. WALSH. Let it go to the foot of the ealendar,

Mr. MADDEN. 1 ebject. Noj let it go off the ealendar.

The SUEAKER pro temipore. The gentleman from Illinois cb-|
jects, ;
Mr. RARKER. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to

suspend the rules?
The SPEAKER pro tempore,

port the next bill.
MESSAGE TROM THE SENATE,

It will not. The Clerk will re-

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf. its enrolling

clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the
committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Benate to the bill (H. R. 31382)
to amend section 2171 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States relating to naturalization. :

MANNING OF VESSELS SUBJECT TO INSPECTION LAWS,

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous

Consent was the bill (8. 1545) to amemt the act of Mareh 3,
1013, entitled “An act to regulate the officering and manning of
vessels subjeet to the inspection Inws of the United States.”

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consitleration of this hill?

Mr. MADDEN. DMr. Speaker, reserving the right to eobject,
I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas Just what this
bill proposes to do.

Mr. HARDY., Mr. 8Bpeaker, this is a Senate bill that came
to the House and was referred to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries. It only does one simple thing.
It ndids to existing law four worids. The officering and manning
stutute required a certnin number of wateh officers on bonrd
vessels of a thousand tons, a eertain number on those of 200 and
less than a thousanil. and a certain number on those of 100 and
less than 200, It Included In vessels requiring those watch
oflicers wrecking vessels, and it excepted from its wutch-officer
requirements certain vessels by the following words:

Provided, That this section shall not apply te fGshing or whaling
vessels, yachts, or motoer boats as defined in the act of June 9, 1910,

Now, what this bill here does is to add to the proviso these
worids " or to wrecking vessels.” It is to cure a mnnifest over-
sight. If It had been thought of when the original lnw was
passed, it would have been known that wrecking vessels do
not need alternate watches because they are chiefly stationed
about some vessel being salved.

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. S8peaker, T think it too important a bill
to be tuken up under unanimous consent. and I ask the gentle-
man if he will not allow it to remaln on the calendar.

Mr. HARDY. If the gentleman will permit me to say this,
that the department recommended and every interest involved
asks for It. It has lain over since the last Unanimous Consent
Calendar day. There is to the bill absolutely no ohjection, and
the committee reporting it is unanimous after a full investiga-
tion.

Mr. SCOTT of Michigan, . Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARDY. T wiil.

Mr. SCOTT of Michigan. I am positive if the gentleman from
Tlinois understood the situation he would not ohject. Now, if
the gentleman will allow me. Heretofore the law compelled all
ships of whatever character to earry a certnin number of em-
ployecs for the safety and welfare of the men on ship, as well as
the property. It was found that wrecking vessels were laid up
aluongside of a ship for days, and it was really a great hardship
to compel that character of boats to carry extra employees, and
that it was enfirely unnecessary to have such employees aboard.
ﬂ;hnt is what this bill does, it simply relieves them of that neces-
sity.

Mr. MADDEN. Is this to make an exception of that kind;
is that the only objeet in the law?

Mr. HARDY. Absolutely the only object. It simply adds
‘these words “ or to wrecking vessels.” I will read it to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. RAKER. Regular order!

Mr. MADDEN. 1 shall not object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is, Is there

objection to the present consideration of this bill? [After a
pause;,] The Chair hears none,

The Clerk read as follows:

Bo {t enacted, cte., That zection 4403 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States be, and It is hereby. amended to read as follows:

“ BRC. 4463. No vesses of the United States subject to the provisions
of this title or to the inspection iaws of the United States shall be navi-
gated unless she shall have in her fervice and on board such complement
of licensed officers and crew. including certifieated lifeboat men, sepa-
rately stated, as may, In the judgment of the loeal ln'?w«wrs who inspect
the vess=el, be necessary for her :afe navigation. he local Inspectors
shall make in the certificate of inspection of the vessel an entry of surh
complement of officers and crew. including certificated lifeboat men,
separately stated, which may be changed from time to time by Indorse-
ment on such vertifieate by loeal inspectors by reason of change of condi-
tions or employment. Such entry or Indoersement shall be subject to a
right of nppmi. under regulations to be made by (he Secretary of Com-
merce, to the su?en‘lnlng ingpector and from him to ‘the Bupervising
Inspector General, who shall have the power to revise, set aslde, or
aflirm the said determination of the local inspectors.

“r anr such vessel Is deprived of the serviees of any number of the
crew, ineluding certifieated lifeboat men, separately stated, without the
consent, f[ault, or collusion of the master, owner, or any person infer-
ested in the vessel, the vessel may proceed on her voyage If, !n the
Judgment of the master, she Is sufficiently manned for such vovage:
Provided, That the master shall ship, if obtainable, a number equail to
the number of those whose services he has been deprived of by desertion
or casualty, who must be of the zame grade or of a higher rating with
those whose places they fill. If the master shall fzil to explain. in writ-
ing, the cause of such deficlency in the crew. including certificated 1ife-
boat men, ngnrutn]y stated, to the local inspectors within 12 hours of
the time of the arrival of the vessel at her destination. he shall be llnhle
to n penaity of $80. If the vessel shell not be manned as provided in
this act. the owner shall be linble to a alty of $100. or in case of
an _insufficlent number of licensed officers to a gonalw of §500."

8ec, 2. That the boaril of loral Inspectors shall make an entry In the
cortificate of inspeetion of every neean and coastwise seagoing merchant
vessel of the ['nited States propelled by machinery., and every ocean-
going vessel carrying gassengnrs. the minimom number of Heensed deck
om:}-ora requlred for her =afe npavigation according to the following
seale :

That no auch ves=el shall be navigated nnless she shall have on board
and iv her service one duly licens=1 master.

That x such vessel of 1.000 gross tons and over, propelleil by
machinery, shall have in her servire and on board three lHeensed mnates,
who shall stand In three watches while such vessel is being navigated,
unless such vessel Is engaged in a run of less than 400 miles from the
ﬁnrt of departure to the port of Anal destination, then such vesse! shall

ave two licensed mates: .and ev vessel of 200 tons and less
thatp 1,000 gross tons, propelled by machinery, shall have two licenseéd
mates,

That every such vessel of 100 grose tons and under 200 gross tons,

ropelled by machinery, shall have on ‘board and in her service one
ﬁmnned mate, but If such vessel Is engnged in a trade in which the time
required to make the Iﬂmgv from the port of departure to the port of
destination exceeds 24 hours, then such wessel shall have two llcensed
mates,

That nothing in this section shall be so construed as to prevent local
inspectors from inereasing the number of licensed officers on any vessel
subject to the Inspection laws of the United States, if. in their judg-
ment, such vessel is pot sufficiently manped for her safe navizatlon:
Provided, That this section shall not apply to fishing or whallng vessels,
yaehts, or motor boats as deflned ln the act of June 9, 1010, or to
wrecking vessels.

Rec. 3. That It shall be unlawful for the master, owner, agent, or
other person having uuthorlt{ to permit an officer of any vessel to take
charge of the deck wateh of the vessel upon leaving or Immediately aftor
leaving port. unless such officer shall have had at least § hours off duty
within the 12 hours Immediately preceding the time of =ailing. and no
lleensed officer on any ocean or coastwise vessel shall he required to do
duty to exceed 9 honrs of any 24 while in port, inclwiling the date of
arrival, or more than 12 hours of any 24 at sea, exrept In a rase of

emergen when life or property 15 endangersd. Any violation of this
s?rtiior;:o 1l subject the person or persons gulity thereofl to a penalty
o i

gc. 4. That all
hereby repealed.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question? -

Mr. HARDY. T will

Mr. WALSH., Did I understand the gentleman from Texas
to say thar this exception only applies to wrecking vessels when
they were laid alongside of crafts?

Mr. HARRDY. The idea is that it does not apply to wreck-
ing vessels at all. They are not involved L. earrying passengers,
and it was a hardship upon them, being mainly engaged in still
work to require them, if they happened to be a large vessel, to
have three watches, The parties in interest, every shipbuiliding
interest, consulted about it say that it is unnecessary to have
these employees on these vessels,

~Mr. WALSH. One further question. Is there a section of

law in which the term * wrecking vessels " is defined o0 as to
apply only to a certain kind of craft? Of eourse, very many
times ordinary towboats, tugboats, go on wrecking expeditions,
and I wondered if it applied to steam lighters or just vessels
which are engaged exclusively in wrecking work.

Mr. HARDY. My ldea is that the term * wrecking vessel™
has n definite and popular meaning.

Mr. WALSH. 1 thought that might be the ense.

Mr. HARDY. 1 do not think it is defined by law. I am sure
it is not; but T do not think any vessel wouldl be exempted from
having the officers required by present law, through the passuge
of this bill, except a vessel that was being used as a wrecking
vessel,

laws or parts of laws in conflict ‘w!th this act are




6132

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 6,

Mr. ROBBINS. Is this bill intended to apply to boats that
run on the rivers of the interior of the country not connected
with salt water?

Mr. HARDY. The original act, if the gentleman will permit,
was passed in 1913. Section 2 of that act deals wholly with
ocean-going or seagoing vessels. It is not an inland measure.
The bill we are asking to pass copies existing law and adds to
it the four words I have mentioned.

Mr. ROBBINS. That is on page 4, line 127

Mr. HARDY. On page 4, line 12. -

Mr. ROBBINS. The four words “or to wrecking vessels"?

Mr. HARDY. Yes.

Ar. ROBBINS. Then it does not apply to inland streams,
like the Ohic and the Monongahela Rivers?

AMr. HARDY. If you will look at the existing law, it says:

That the board of local inspectors shall make an entry in the certifi-
cate of in tion of cvery occan and coastwise seagoing werchant vessel
of the United States— g

And so forth. And the law continues, stating how "many
officers they are required to have. Then there is a proviso ex-
empting certain kinds of vessels from its requirements:

Provided, That this section shall not apply to fishinrg or whaling ves-
scls, yachts, or motcr boats,

TWe simply add * or to wrecking vessels ” to the proviso.

Alr. ROBBINS. I do not believe it applies to inland streams.

Mr. HARDY. No. The original act did not apply to any-
thing except ocean-going vessels. And this exempts wrecking
vessels from the provisions of the act.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Does it not apply te the Great
Lakes?

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman will bear in mind that this bill
is not enacting any new legislation. This was the original
officering and manning act, which applies to the ocean-going
vessels, I do not think the original act, or section 2 of it, ap-
plied to anything but ocean-going vessels. Part of the original
act applies to all vessels of the United States. It is seetion
4463 of the Revised Statutes, but section 2 of section 4463 ap-
plies only to seagoing vessels and it is the proviso to this sec-
tion 2 which we are amending. The whole thing is to relieve
wrecking vessels from being required to keep a useless and
burdensome number of officers or employees.

When this bill was before the Senate, it was referred to the
Department of Commerce, and was approved by this letter from
the Secretary to Senator FLETCHER:

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
. Washington, April 18, 1917,

My Dear Sexaror: I am in receipt of yours of the 14th instant,
inclosing 8. 1545, " To amend the act of March 3, 1913, entitled ‘An
act to regulate the officering and manning of vessels subject to the
inspection laws of the Unlted States’™

tion 4463, of which the proposed blll Is an amendment, provides
ihe number of licensed mates vessels are required to carry under certain
conditions. Excepted from the provisions are fishing or whaling ves-
sels, ynchts, and motor boats. he proposed bill adds to this list of
exeeptions wrecking vessels, as no good reason is perceived why they
should be included within the provisions of the section. This bili has
}2;303]21::0\—31 of the department and I recommend that it be enacted
\'fl:r: truly, yours, WirLiam C. REDFIELD,
' secrctary.
Hon. DuxcaNy U. FLETCHER,
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third
reading of the Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Harpny, a motion fo reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER resumed the chair,

READMISSION OF CERTAIN ALIENS,

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, T move to suspend the rules
and pass House joint resolution 255,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H, J. Res. 255) authorizing
United States of certain allens who have
volunteered for service with the military forces of the
or cobelligerent forces.

Resolved, cte., That, notwithstanding the provisions of scction 3 of
the Immigration act of February §, 1917, excluding from the United
States allens who are likely to become a public charge, or who are

hysically defective, or who are contract laborers, or who have come
Pn consequence of advertisements for labor printed, published, or dis-
tributed in a forelgn country, or who are assisted by others to come,

the readmission to the
een conscripted or have
nited States

or whose ticket or passage Is paid for with the money of another or,

by any corporation, assoclation, soclety, municipality, or foreign gov-
ernment, or who are stowaways, or who are illiterate, allens lawfully
resident in the United States when heretofore or hereafter enlisted or
conseripted for the militar
lawfully resident in the |
declaréd their intention to become citizems of the United

service of the United Btates; and aliens
nited States who, prior to April 6, 1917,
States, and

who have enlisted for.scr\-lce with Czecko-Slovak, I"olish, or other inde-
pendent forees attached to the United States Army or to the army
of any one of the cobelligerents of the United States in the present
war, who may, within one year after the termination of the war,
appfy for readmission to this country, after being honorably discharged
or granted furlough abroad by the proper milltary authorifies, or after
being rejected on final examination in connection with their enlistment
or conscription, shali be readmitted; and that any allen of either of
the two for('gofn descriptions who would otherwise be excluded under
said sectlon of the immigration act on the ground that he s idiotic,
imbecile, feeble-minded, eplleptic, insane, or has had one or more
attacks of insanity, or on the ground that he is afflicted with constitu-
tional psychopathic inferiority, tuberculosis, a loathsome or dangerous
contaglous disease, or mental defect, shall be readmitted if it is proved
that the disability was acquired while the alien was serving in the
military forces of the United States or In an Independent force of
the kind herelnbefore described, if such allen returns to a port of the
United States within one year after the termination of the war; and
that the head tax provided in the immigration act of February 5.
1917, sball not be collected from aliens readmitted into the United
States under the provisions of this resolution: Provided, That il any
allen readmitted to the United States in pursuance of the terms hercof
shall at any time thereafter become a publie charge the expense of
maintenance and care shall be paid out of the Treasury of the Unfited
States. :

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mpr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
a second may be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Spaypex] has 20 minutes
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorn] has 20
minutes.

Mr., SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, this resolution measures up to
the much-abused standard of a *“ war measure.” It Is a resolu-
tion that has been urged on the attention of the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization—and it is an immigration
measure, by the way—by the Department of State and by the
Secretary of Labor through the Commissioner of Immigration.
I have here, and I shall print it in the Recorp as a part of my
remarks, with the consent of the House, a letter from the Solici-
tor of the State Department, Mr. Polk, who complains that the
bill does not go quite far enough. Originally it was the idea, I
believe, of my friend, the chairman, as it was the desire of the
Department of State, that these lawfully resident allens who
had gone from this country and engaged in war against our
enemies in Europe should be permitted to return, whether they
had declared their intention to become citizens or not. Now,
we have not gone quite that far. Our bill merely proposes to
grant men who were aliens and who have enlisted, or may be
hereafter enlisted, or have been conseripted or may be here-
after conscripted into our service, permission to come back into
the United States without regard to the ordinary immigration
restrictions, basing this right upon the fact that they were here
lawfully before and that they have joined us by going to Eu-
rope to help fight our enemies.

It also proposes that aliens lawfully resident in the United
States prior to the declaration of war and who had deelared
their intention to become ecitizens, who have joined the Czecko-
Slovak, Palish, or other independent forees cooperating with us
in the war against Germany or Austria-Hungary, to come back
to the United States without regard to the usual immigration
restrictions.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is reported to the House with a
unanimous recommendation that it be agreed to as a simple act
of justice to certain persons who were lawfully residing in the
United States prior to the declaration of war against the cen-
tral powers on April G, 1917.

It is quite the custom now to support every proposed act, from
the local and trivial to the most important, with the statement
that it is a war measure. For that reason I hesitate to use a
phrase so much abused, although this is in fact a real war
measure. It is evident on its face that it is. The Department
of State, in letters to Chairman Burxert, of the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization, and to me, ask its passage as
such. Letters approving it have also come from the Depart-
ment of Labor and the subordinate Bureau of Naturalization.

The committee did not accept it because administrative ofli-
cers indorsed the central thought of the bill. They did not. in
fact, accept it as those officials wanted it. It is not as liberal
as some of them would like to have it. The aim of the com-
mittee has been to do justice to the classes whom it seeks to
relieve from certain embarrassments and harvdships that grow
out of the war and to restrict its concessions in such a way
that it will be acceptable to the Congress. I believe that we
have succeeded in doing so,

When the war began there were a number of aliens lawfully
residing in the United States who were not citizens, who are
not citizens now, although many of them had declared their in-
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tention to become citizens. Among these resldent aliens were
many immigrants from Polish territory under the control of
Germany, Austria, and Russia, as well as the Czechs, or Bohe-
mians, They are virile, aggressive, aspiring representatives of the
great Slavie family, and instinctively and racially hostile to the
Governments of Germany and Austrin-Hungary. Only a negligl-
ble number of these people are loyally attached to the countries
to which they owe a nominal allegiance. In the countries of
their birth and in the lands of adoption they nurse hostility to
their traditionnl enemies—the Germans and Austrians—and are
eager to fight them when there is the faintest hope of success.

Some of them had declared their intention to become citizens
before the Gth of April. 1917, and some had neglected to do so,
although all probably meant to «do g0 ultimately.

When the eall to arms came in 1914 many Poles, Czechs, and
other Slavs went to Europe and joined the forces of Serbia,
Britain, France, and Russia to fight the Governments they had
been taught to regard as the oppressors of their people. It
seemed to be a way to correct the injustice done to Poland wlien
her sovereiznty was killed and her territory divided in 1785,
and to settle old scores with ancient enemies. Bohemians be-
lieved that the time had come when their national aspirations
might be gratified.

Tor all that we only owed them sympathy and admiration.
Americans have always admired and sympathized with strug-
gling people who aspire to independence. But that was the
affair of their kinsmen across the sea and of themselves, so far
as they cared to make it so. However, for those who have gone
or may o into our Army since thelr enemles have become ours
the situation is altogether different.

Important armies have been formed out of these brave and
patriotic people who voluntarily abandoned cemfort and se-
curity in the United States and in other countries to go back to
Europe and fight against governments who are our enemies as
well as theirs. France has given officinl recognition to ene such
army. By a decree of the French Republie, dated December 16,
1917, the Czecko-Slovak Army, whieh, I am told, has more than
a hundred thousand men in it, Is made a part of the military
forces under French command, although autonomous and fight-
ing under its own flag.

Remember these people have thrown off forever all allegiance
to the Government of the countries of their birth. They need
adoption by sowae country in the struggle for democerncy. Other-
wise their hazard is double. They may be killed in battle and
if captured they ‘are certain to be shot as traitors. It is our
duty, as it is our interest, to give those who wepe in this country
all the protection the law can afford. Even in this resolution
we do not go as far as we should. Although we fall short of
our full duty what we propose here should be done, and done as
quickly as possible.

Among those who will benefit by this resolntion, if it shall be-
come law, there are, in addition to Czecko-Slovaks, large num-
bers of Jews, Armenians, and Syrians who were residing in the
United States a year ago, who are now in Europe or Asia fight-
ing for liberty and demoeracy. ;

This resolution provides that aliens who were here before we
declared war on the central powers and who have heretofore
been conseripted for service with the Army of the United States,
or who have volunteered, or who may hereafter go into it volun-
tarily or by draft, may be readmitted to the United States if they
apply for readmission within one year after the close of the war.
This class of aliens will be permitted to return notwithstanding
the fact that they have not declared their purpose to become
citizens,

The resolution also authorizes the return to the United States,
within one year after the termination of the war, of aliens who
were residing here prior to April 6, 1917, who had declared their
intention to become citizens and who have enlisted for military
service with any one of the cobelligerents of the United States in
the present war, or with Czecko-Slovak, Polish, or other inde-
pendent forees attached to the United States Army, or to that
of any one of the cobelligerents of the United States, after being
honorably discharged or furloughed abroad by proper military
authority.

In a word, the resolution only proposes to give these aliens the
status and rights they had as lawful residents of the United
States prior to April G, 1917, but in recognition of their service
in a cause in which Americans are sacrificing blood and treasure
it proposes to wulve the immigrant head tax that would other-
wise be collected when they return.

The Committee on Immigration and Naturalization was unanl-
mous in its vote directing that this resolution be favorably re-
ported. It does not go quite as far in the way of relief as the

gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SapartH, the author of a similar
meuasure, or the Department of Labor thought desirable, but 1t
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will do an act of justice to people whose services are vnlunble' and
who by associating themselves with us, or with the allied powers
in Europe, incur unusual peril,

Here is what the Department of Labor has to say abeut this
resolution :

DEPARTMENT oF Lanon,
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECHETARY,
Washington, Felruary 28, 1918,

Hon. JauEs L. SLATDEN,

»
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dean M. SLAYDEN : The commissioner eral has advised me that
the Committee oo Immigration and Naturalization of the House, at its
mﬁetin? of this morning, directed you to report favorably the joint reso-
lution intreduced by you on February 19 * authorizing the readmission
to the United States of certain allens who have been conscripted or have
volunteered for service with the military forees of the United States or
cobelligerent forees.”

While this resolution does not fo as far as thls department had hoped
Consn-s_s might be disposed to go in irsmtln exemption to allen residents
of the United States who enter the Army of this country or the army of
one of the countries assoclated with the Umited States In the conduet
of the war, it will aid materially In the handling of eases that will sarel
confront the Immigration Service d the continnance of the war a
for vome monihs after its close. I . therefore, to express to you
the hope of the department that the resolution may bLe adopted by the
House at o vergv.l early date.

Louis . Posr,

Hespectfully, yours,
Assistant sww}w.

Mr. Speaker, no Ameriean should forget that to some of these
people we owe a peculiar debt of gratitude. In our days of trial,
when we were few and weak, when we were struggling to estab-
lish our independence, two gallant Poles came to America and
associated themselves with George Washington, They became
aS‘Itln indellible and glorious part of the history of the United

tes. .

Thaddeus Kosciusko, with a letter from Benjamin Franklin,
joined Washington, and our great chief made him a staff officer
af once, and in recognition of his worth and high talents assigned
to him important duty as an engineer. He remained to the end,
and Congress, in 1783, made him a brigadier general * for long,
faithful, and honorable service in the American Army.”

Pulaski, who began fighting for Hberty as a youth and con-
tinued it to his heroic death, was a firin believer in the doctrine
of “ self-determination,” or, as we phrase the same thought, the
right to government by the consent of the governed. He also
came fo our country with letters from the great and learned Dr.,
Benjamin Franklin and joined the American Army in 1777. He
distingnished himself at Brandywine, defended Charleston in
1779, and was killed at Savannah in the same year, greatly ad-
mired and beloved by his commander in chief, Washington.

Remembering these things, can we refuse to grant this act
of justice to his countrymen of to-day, who are fizhting shoulder
to shoulder with Americans?

Tne SOLICITOR FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATS,
Washington, March 8, 1918,

Hon Jaues L. SLAYDEN,
House of Rrpresentatives.

Dean Mn. Srtaypex: | potice in the CoxGressioNan Recorp that
House joint resolution 2560 has recently been called up In the House,
and 1 tdnsirle to call to your attention one point which occurs to me in
res to it. s

ur cobelligerents have informall
tion of return to this country of the
United States to serve in thelr armles and by reason of some inea
received In such serviee are prohibited from returning to the
States ander the present Immigration laws, even though they haws
lived for many years in the United States and have establlshed thelr
families, resldences, and businesses here. Our cobellizerents have been
anxlous, therefore, to have some lenlency shown in respeet to the return
a{’ snc‘*ih persons into tbe United States after the completion of service
abroad,

As I read House joint resolution 2535, It applies to aliens who enter
the militnry service of the United States, or aliens who have declared
thelr intention to become citizens of the United States, but does not
cover the of allens who have not declared thelr Intention to become
citizens of the United States and have gone abroad to enter the military
service of their own coun or one of the cobelligerents. 1 presume
there are not mapy aliens of this elass, but would It not be possible to
show consideration to our cobelligerents in this small matter by making
House Jolot resolution 253 applieable to citizens or subjects of our
cobelligerent: who have gone or shall go abroad to serve their own
country or one of the allles in the same cause in which we are so earn-
ea‘tl? and deeply rnzalged?

House jolnt resolution 212, introduced in the House by Mr., Borxurr
January 10 1918 had the approval of the State Department as well as
the Department of Labor and appeared to be broad enough to cover the
class of allens which I have mentioned.

Yours, sincerely, Fraxg L. POLE.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the vital ohjection to this
bill is not the authorization feature granting to these aliens
who have deelared their intention to become eitizens-and who
have joined independent organizations to fight in behalf of the
allies in foreign flelds the right, notwithstanding physieal dJde-
fects that they may have aequired or other objections that would
be suflicient to exclude them under the existing naturalization
Iaw, to be readmitted to this country, but that prevision con-
rained in the proviso of this resolution which levies upon the
National Government the support of all these allens regurdless

intorested themselves in the quess
citizens or subjects who leave ’:‘ha

ty
nited
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of whether their injuries have been the result of war or not,
whether abroad. or whether in this country. I direct the ntten-
tion of the Members of the House to the werding of that pro-
viso, and I wish to advise the House that that was no part of
the original resolution when it was presented to the attention
of the Department of Labor and the Department of State, but
was incorporated in the committee. The language is as follows:

Provided, That if any alien readmitted to the United States in pur-
suance of the terms hereof shall at any time thereafter become a
public charge the expense of maintenance and care shall be paid out
of the Treasury of the United States. . 1

There is no objection to this resolution without that proviso.
We are placing in an unfortunate position those who wish to
safeguard the Treasury, especially in these times when we need
every dollar, but wish to oppose this resolution hecause of this
proviso, which seeks to ecstablish for all time the policy that,
regardless of how these aliens become pauperized, regardless
of the way in which they may have acquired the injury from
which they are suffering, are to become a public charge at the
expense of the National Treasury. ;

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SraypEx] has well known
the opposition of some members of the Committee on Appropria-
tions to this bill solely because of that proviso, namely, because
it was establishing this precedent, never before recognized by
the National Government. This bill could have been passed a
month ago under unanimous consent if that proviso had been
eliminated. Instead of the respective localities taking care of
the burdens of these persons who may become public charges, by
this proviso, it is intended to levy that exclusively upon the
National Government. J -

And I eall your attention to the fact that that is regardless o
the question as to whether the injuries have been received in war
or not. They are not part of the National Army. They are
fighting our cause, it is true, in connection with the allies, but
they may come back here strong and able-bodied, and later they
may suffer some accident in connection with industrial employ-
ment, or they may become addicted to some vices that may make
them paupers, and under such circumstances the burden of
maintaining them under our laws has always been on the State
and local community, Now you intend, regardless of the char-
acter of the injury they receive, to throw that burden on the
National Government. :

No opportunity is given, if you pass this bill under the sus-
pension of the rules, to amend it and strike out that proviso. If
this bill had been brought up in the regular course, a motion
to strike out that proviso would have been in order, and this
House, by a large majority, might have voted that proviso out,
and the main proposal to allow those people to be admitted
would have been adopted. But as it is, those who are seeking
to protect the Treasury are obliged now to vote against this
resolution, because we have no opportunity whatever to amend
it by striking out the obnoxious proviso.

Mr. TOWNER. Ar. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. TOWNER. We have provided in the law for certain al-
lowances to be made to soldiers who may be Injured, and we
expect to provide for further allowances. As I understand the
gentleman from Wisconsin, this legislation will create a privi-
leged class, and we will not only allow to them what is allowed
in the general law for the benefit of soldiers, but we will abso-
lutely take care of them throughout their natural lives?

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not believe the war-insurance act
wonld extend to one class of soldiers who are provided for un-
der this resolution—these persons who are declarants for citi-
zenship and who have joined these Polish and Czech and Slovak
organizations, filled with the ambition to do what they can for
the support of their different, separate countries abroad. I do
not think they would come within the purview of the war-insur-
ance act, because they are not members of the National Army.
They are separate and distinet organizations, identified as sepa-
rate units with the allied forees.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.
man yield?

AMr, STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The gentleman will note that
on lines 3, 4, and 5 of page 2, lawfully resident aliens who have
bheen enlisted or conscripted can come back here, however, with-
out being taken care of under the soldier's allowance.

Alr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is correct in that particular.
¥or the one reason that this resolution adopts a policy for caring
for these declarants who have enlisted for foreign service when
they shail have become paupers, whatever may have been the
eause of their injury, at the expense of the National Government.
I think this motion to suspend the rules should be defeated.

Mr. SLAYDEN. AMr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

AMr. Speaker, will the gentle-

Mr. STAFFORD. T yield to the gentleman from Texas. 5

Mr, SLAYDEN. I wanted to say to the gentleman that I do
not think he is quite accurate in stating what he did in reference
to the soldiers being cared for by the United States. We have
I do no® know how many places where we send these unfortu-
nates. We send them to St. Elizabeths, across the river—eivil-
ians, soldiers, unfortunates, lunatics, who are taken care of by
the Federal Government. .

Mr. STAFFORD. Such instances are incident to the govern-
ment of the District of Columbia, but it has never been the policy,
as the gentleman will admit, for the National Government to
take care of foreigners coming to this country, suffering from
injuries that are not related at all to the national service, as
this bill proposes.

12\12‘:, CHARLES B. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. ;

Mr. CHARLES B. SMITH. But there is not any precedent for
this situation, is there?

Mr. STAFFORD. No. That is why I am opposing this pro-
viso. I wish to say to the Members of the House that we can
not to-day forecast the burdens that will be thrown upon our
Government by this war, and we should not at this moment
establish a policy which will come to plagne us in the fu-
ture. This bill should be rejected under suspension of the
rules, and then, if the gentleman wishes, under unanimous con-
sent he can offer the bill without this proviso in it, and in that
case I do not think there will be one objection. Under those cir-
cumstances those who would vote against this resolution under
a suspension of the rules would not have their purposes miscon-
strued, because their purposes will be plain, of voting agninst
this policy that has never been followed heretofore.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Alr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr, STAFFORD. Yes.

AMr. JOHNSON of Washington. If this proviso is adopted,
attempting to take care of these aliens who come back here in-
Jured or disabled from any cause, it will put a premium upon
men who are slightly disabled undertaking to come back to this
country and make themselves permanent public charges.

Mr. STAFFORD. There may be many abuses. One class of
them would belong to the class indicated by the suggestion of
the gentleman from Washington.

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I have no fur-
ther objection to offer beyond that so ably stated by the gentle-
man from Wiscbnsin [Mr. Starrorp]—the -objection to under-
taking to provide now, far in advance, for the care of men who
may return to the United States who are in most cases only
first-paper citizens, and in some cases not even first-paper citi-
zens. I hope the gentleman in charge of this resolution will be
willing to strike out that proviso from the resolution.

Mr, WALSH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Certainly #f through misfortune some of these
aliens after their return are so nnfortunate as to become public
charges somebody ought to bear the expense of their maintenance,
inasmuch as they have gone over there to fight side by side with
our own troops. ;

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It is agreed that they must be
cared for, and in plenty of time proper plans will undoubtedly
be made.

Mr. WALSH. Who does the gentleman think should be the
proper authority to bear the expense? .

Mr. MADDEN. I think, Mr. Speaker, in view of the pro-
vision in the last part of this resolution, which places the sup-
port of these people who are not able to take care of themselves
on the Treasury of the United States, we ought to have a quorum
present, " I make the point that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point of no quorum. Evidently there is no quorum preseut.

Mr, KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves
a call of the House. The question is on agreeing to that motion,

The motion was agreed to

The SPEAKER, A call of the House is ordered. The Door-
keeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify
the absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, when the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Aswell Byrnes, 8. C. Chandler, N. Y. Connelly, Kans.
Bacharach Campbell, 1'a. Clark, Fla. I?oo‘mr, Ohio :
Borland Cantrill Clark, Pa. Cople

Brodbeck Carew Classon Costello
Brumbaugh Carlin Cleary Currie, Mich,
Burroughs Carter, Mass. Collicr Curry, Cal.
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Dale, N. Y. Hamilton, N. Y. McKin]eg Randers, La.
le, Vt. H{amlin McLaughlin, Pa. Sanders, N. Y.
Darrow Harrison, Miss. Maher Sanford
Davld=son Haskel nn \annders, Va.
Davis Haugen Mason 3c¢hall
Denison Hawley Mecker Scott, Pa.
t Hearton Merritt olls

Dewalt Heintz Miller, Minn, Shackleford
Dies Hollingsworth Mondell Sherley
Dillon Hood Montague Shouse
Donovan Howard Moore, Pa. Siegel
Doeoling Iull, Iowa orin Sims

Drukker Hull, Tenn. Mott Slem

Dunn Humphreys Mudd Smal =
Edmonds Husted Nelson Smith, T. I\
Estopinal Hutchinson Nolan Snyder
Fairchild, G. W. Jacoway Olney Steele
Fairfield James Padgett Sullivan

Farr Johnson, 8. Dak., Pal Bweet

Ferris Jones Peters SBwift
Filynn Ealtn Polk Tague
Focht earns Porter Talbott
Fordney Kelley, Mich Pou Temple
Foss elly, Pa. Powers Templeton :
Frear Kennedy, R. L. ratt Thompson 1
Freeman King Ragsdale Tinkham
Gallagher Knutson 1 e; Treadway
Gard Kreider Ramseyer Van Dyke
Garland LaGuardia I Vare
Glass ZATO Reavis Waldow

i , Ga. Riordan Watson, Pa.

Goodall Lehlbach Roberts Welling
Gould Lesher Robinson Wilson, Il
Gray, Ala, Lever Rodenberg Wilson, La.
Greene, V. Little Rose Wingo

Gregg Longworth Rowe Winslow
Griest McArthur Rowland Woodyard
Griffin McCormick Rucker

Hamill McKenzie Banders, Ind.

During the roll eall Mr, Loxpox took the chair as Speaker
pro tempore.

The SPEAKER resumed the chair.

The SPEAKER. On this call 252 Members, a quorum, have
answered to their names.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I move to dispense with further proceedings
under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will unlock the doors.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker. I believe I have
four minufes remaining. I was undertaking when the point of
no quorum was made to restate the objections to the provision
found on page 3, lines 9 to 13, which is the only part of this bill
subjeet to much objection. The purpose of the bill is to permit
first-paper aliens who have gone to war as part of our armies,
and certain other aliens, namely the Czecko-Slovaks, to come
back to the United States in case they become insane, break
down, lose their legs, or are otherwise injured in the service.
But there is attached to this bill, you will notice, a provision—
that if any alien readmitted to the United States in pursuance of the
terms hereof ghall at any time thereafter become a public charge, the

xpense of maintenance and carz shall be paid out of the Treasury of
the United States.

I understand that there is no serious objection to that proviso
going out of the bill, and at some point during this debate, which
is, of course, limited, I shall ask unanimous consent to strike
that provision from the bill. I hope consent will be granted;
beecause if these men return, and it is then discovered that they
must be cared for, and if it is found that they should be cared for
by the United States, then will be the time for Congress to make
provision for them, including the hospitals, and prevision as to
the disposition of the allotments and allowances of the pay of
those soldiers who have become crippled or insane, and are not
citizens of the United States. By this provision we are taking
several steps too far ahead, and might provide legislation that
would be an incentive for first-paper aliens now in armies to
remain as such rather than complete their naturalization as
provided in a bill which this House passed only three days ago.

Mr. COX, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I yield to the gentleman from
Indiana,

Mr, COX. I want to call the gentleman’'s attention to the lan-
guage at the bottom of page 2. I should like to get the gentle-
man's version of it and should also like to hear some one in favor
of this bill discuss that. I refer to the provision—
and ihat any alien of either of the two foregoing descriptions who
would otherwlse be excluded under said section of the immigration act
on the und that he is idiotic, imbecile, feeble-minded, epileptic, insane,
or has had one or more attacks of insanity, or on the ground that he
is afllicted with constitutional psychopathic inferlority, tuberculosls, a
loathsome or dangerous contagious disease, or mental defect, shall be
readmitted if it proved that the dlmbllit{ was acquired while the
alien was serving In the military forces of the United States or in an
independent force of the kind hercinbefore described, if such alien re-

turns to a port ol the United States within one year after the termina-
tion of the war,

LVI—389

My inquiry is this: What does the gentleman think about the
propriety or impropriety of admitting men who are idiotic, im-
becile, feeble-minded, and whether or not such a state of mind
ecan come to a man while he is in the Army? I always under-
stood that those were diseases attaching at birth.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I agree with the gentleman,
by and large, but these words follow the phraseology of section
8 of the immigration law, which names classes of aliens to
whom admission to the United States is denied. We follow the
wording, leaving out only the words “chronic aleoholism,” be-
cnuse we thought alien soldiers could hardly acquire that in
the line of service, and if they did they should be barred from
returning to the United States. But time for debate is limited,
and what I want to discuss is the provision that the United
States is to pay for all time the care of these afilicted persons.
The clause should come out of the bill.

Mr. COX. I am with the gentleman.
to be defeated with that in it.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. FESS. In the hearings on the rehabilitation of wounded
sgldifm cases were cited where persons suffered from shell
shock.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes; that is a fearful thing,
but I do not want to get into n discussion of that. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of an amendment
to strike out the words beginning on line 9, page 3, which amend-
ment I offer.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the gen-
tleman ask that at the end of the debate.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I withdraw it for the present.

Mr. SLAYDEN, Mr. Speaker, I yield eight minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BUrNETT].

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is
apparent, Under the present immigration law if an alien for-
merly residing here joins our Army or joins the Czecho-Slovak
forces that are fighting against the central powers, should be -
shot to pieces and become disabled, and should be granted a dis-
charge while in those countries and afterwards seeks readmis-
sion here, no matter how gallant and courageous he m.y have
been, he would be excluded.- That is the purpose of the bill.
The objection seems to settle around the proviso. I want to
state, gentlemen, that the proviso is no pet of mine or of the
gentleman who introduced and reported this bill [Mr., StaypeEN].
It would be perfectly agreeable and satisfactory, so far as I
am concerned, to strike it out.

But gentlemen from States where these people will concen-
trate when they return felt that it would be an injustice to
those States to be compelled to support these men who had
fought in our Army—and you notice that those who fight with
the Czecho-Slovaks have to be declarants, while those who
join our Army do not have to be declarants if they should
become public charges. Those whe join the Czecho-Slovaks
and fight the central powers must have been residents in this
country, and also they must have taken out first papers before
they can be admitted under this bill. There is a distinction
there. The first part of it applies to the conditions of illiteracy,
and so forth, and the second embraces those who have become
idiotic, imbecile, feeble-minded, epileptic, and insane, and so
forth, provided that the disability was acquired while the
alien was serving in the military forces of the United States
or in the independent forces referred to in the bill

Mr. LANGLEY, Will the gentleman yield for a question for
information? In regard to this disability of constitutional
psychopathic inferiority, that could not be contracted in the
line of duty in the service. I do not know what it is. [Laugh-
ter.]

My, BURNETT. How does the gentleman know it could not
be contracted in the gervice if he does not know what it is? I
want to say that is in the immigration bill, and was put in this
bill at the suggestion of the Bureau of Immigration and Depart-
ment of Labor. This is a Department of Labor bill, as stated
by my colleague on the committee [Mr. Scaypex], and the
State Department indorses it and says if is very anxious for
the passage of thé bill, because the Secretary of State feels
that it is only a matter of justice to these people. I do not
care about that guestion of idiocy, and I do not eare about the
question of constitutional psychopathic inferiority.

Mr. SLAYDEN. They are features of the law from which
we are exempting these people. :

Alr. BURNETT. Yes; and if no idiocy and constitutional
psychopathic inferiority is incurred, we can not hurt anybody
by including them, and therefore they are inoccuous.

I think the bill ought
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Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If the gentleman will par-
don me, I understand he has ne objection to striking out this
proviso at the end of the bill? ;

Mr. DURNETT. I have notf, but I want to tell the House
why it was put in there. Some members of the committee from
States where most of these people would land or would come
after landing felt that it would be unjust to them to have to
take care of these people if they afterwards became public
eharges. That is why it was put in. It struck me with a good
deal of force that if aliens who had gone into the Army and
made gallant soldiers and incurred disabilities there and were
readmitted should become charges in the States of New York
or New Jersey or Massachusetts, or any other State, that the
Government itself, for which they had been fighting, ought to
pay the expenses of their care, and not the States to which they
happen to go or in which they happen to be.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. We passed a bill here the
other day, and I thought a very important one, to permit first-
paper aliens to finish up their citizenship as they go into the
Army. y

Mr. BURNETT. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. He does not have to do that,
and this would put a premium upon his staying a first-paper alien
gnd have the future possibility of care forever by the United

tates.

Mr. BURNETT. So far as I am concerned, I am not going to
object to striking it out. It is not my baby, but I felt it was
perhaps a matter of justice to States where they would congre-
cate. My colleague on the committee, Mr. Saurm of New
York, has an amendment which I believe will meet all of the
objections and make it perfectly fair, and that is to insert after
the words * public charge” the words “ by reason of disability
incurred in service and in line of duty ™; and I can not see, if
they incurred these disabilities in the service and in line of
duty, how there can be any objection. He will ask unanimous
consent to have that inserted.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illineis [Mr. SaBaTH].

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, one year and one month ago
to-day when the Congress of these United States declared war
against the Imperial Government of Germany hundreds of
thousands of Bohemians, Poles, and Slovaks in this country,
anxious to show their appreciation of the blessings of freedom
and liberty which they had enjoyed under the protection of our
great Republic and eager to bestow upon all oppressed nations
the blessings of liberty and democracy and to maintain it
against the unserupuleus foe that threatens it; organized groups,
companies, regiments, and, where the number permitted, whole
divisions, Assisted by the Czecho-Slovak, Jugo-Slovak, and Pal-
izl organizations they crossed the ocean, joining the allied forces
in all the different countries; some in France, some in Great
Britain, and some in Italy, so that they eounld, without delay,
immediately engage in the battle for liberty and democracy.
[Applause.] They are there to-day, struggling, fighting, sacrl-
ficing their lives for our country and for our cause. [Great
applause. ]

A great majority of these men were still technieally sub-
jects of Austrin-Hungary, and, in addition’ to all the hazards
and dangers of war, fully realized that if captured they wonld
not be treated as prisoners of war but would be considered
traitors to Austria-Hungary and, as such, immediately executed.
Notwithstanding this added danger during these i3 months
these former residents of these United States have demonstrated
to the allies and to the whole world their fearlessness, their
determination, their devotion, and their loyalty to the cause to
which we have consecrated our all. Reenféreed by the thousands
‘of their kinsmen who were able to escape from the Austro-
Iungarian armies, they are to-day fighting under their Czecho-
Slovak, Jugo-Slovak, and Polish flags, side by side with the
gallant French, with the heroic British, and the loyal Italian
armies, and, as long as it was possible, fought to death with
the tottering Russian armies. Thousands upon thousands of
these former residents of our country, fighting under their
‘own banners, have not called for or received any aid or nssist-
ance from our Government.

Within the last three months whenever we heard from these
men we at all times found them fighting to the bitter end with
their slogan, “ It-is better to die for liberty a soldier than to
be executed as a traitor.” [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, I am proud
of their deeds and of their heroism, aml when the history of
this great war for freedom of the seas, rights of people, inde-
pendence of all nations and nationalities and civilization is
written the names of these brave men, who are sacrificing their

lives, will form a large roll of honor. [Applause.] Would to
God that they conld all come back, but thit we know is impos-
sible. Some will have to make the supreme sacrifice, hut we
do know that some will come back to receive the plaudits and
thanks of a Nation who will turn out to reeeive the saviors of
liberty and democracy—true it is, some will come in full pos-
session of their health, ethers will return minus limbs, minus
hearing, or minus vision, but return they will, and when they
do we, for whose liberty and safety they fought and bled and
suffered, shall by this legislation—the least appreciation we can
show—give them the privilege to come back to the country
which they left for the purpese of defending its rights, its
Lonor, its safety, and its heritage. [Applause.] With open
arms should we receive them, with throbbing hearts and fast-
beating pulsations as our eyes fill with happiness at the return
of these brave men, and not a single obstruction nor a single
restriction shall we place in their way.

Mr, Speaker, I know that our own boys will demonstrate,
and have already demonstrated, their courage and their worth;
but permit me, if you please, to make this distinction: They are
fighting for a eountry of which they are citizens and a country
which is leaving nothing undone to provide for their comfort
and for the cemfort of those they leave behind; but the men
that this resolution is to assist are not our eitizens, even though
many have declared their intention to become such, and have
not received, and as yet are not entitled to receive, the protee-
tion of our country and the provisions it makes for the comfort
of its own citizens. Our soldiers receive a fair and reasonable
compensation and are taken care of by way of our war-risk
insurance law and other similar legislation; but those for whom
I am pleading to-day receive no compensation whatsoever ex-
cept the compensation of fighting and dying for n great and
noble cause. For them there is no provision made for their
dependents nor for pensions, and all that is asked to-lay is
that when, through their efforts combined with our gallant
allies, this war shall have come to a victorious end for the
allied forces and the cause of liberty, humanity, demoeracy, and
civilization has triumphed—that when this time comes all these
men, those who remain and desire to come back, if maimedl or
blind or deaf, shall be received and shall not be penalized be-
cause in defense of those principles perhaps the sacrifice they
made disqualifies them from passing the physical or edueational
test. [Applause.] '

The technical points raised against the resolution are so
frivolous they are not entitled to any consideration. As to the
last provision in the resolution, I care not whether it is stricken
out or not, because I feel satisfied that very few of those who
come back will ever become a charge upon our Government,
and I know and pledge you my word that very few who are
fighting in the Czecho-Slovak or Polish armies will ever become
public charges. I know that they will be taken care of by the
American-Czecho-Slovak, the American-Polish, and the American-
Jugo-Slovak Alliance, who were instrumental in aiding them to
have the distinction and honor to fight against the Hohenzol-
lern and Hapsburg tyrannies. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I have only feebly expressed my sentiments in
this matter and I have only partially explained the provisions
of this resolution. T hoped that my first resolution, introduced
on February 6, 1918, would receive the favorable consideration
of the committee In this I have been disappointed, but never-
theless I am heartily in favor of the modified resolution and
thankful for it. My jeint resolution reads as follows:

[Feb. 6, 1818, Mr. Bapara introduced the following ﬂjoint resolution ;
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered
to be printed.]

Resolved, ete., That, notwithstanding the provisions of section 3 of
the immigration act of February §, 1917, excluding from the United
States allens who are likely to become a publie charge, or who are
physically defective, or who are contract laborers, or who have come in
consequence of advertisements for labor, printed, published, or dis-
tributed in a foreign country, or who are assisted by others to come, or
whese ticket or passage is paid for with the meney of another or by
any corporation, association, soclety, munilcipality, or foreign gevern-
ment, or who are stowaways, or who are Illiterate, allens lawfully
regident within the United States at the time of enlistment or con-
scription who have enlisted or been conscripted. or hereafter shall be
enlisted or comrig:ed. for the milltary service of the United States or
any one of the cobelllgerents of the United States In the present war,
or who have enlisted and joined the Czecho-Slovank or I'olish Army
waging war against any of -the central powers, who may, within two
years after the termination of the war, apply for readmission to this
country, after being honomhli,- sch or granted furl abroad
in connection with their enlistiment or censeription, shall be read-
mitted ; and any such lawfully resident aliens of the United EStates
who would otherwise be excluded under sald section of the imunigration
act on the groumd that they are idiotic, lmbecile, feeble-minded, epi-
leptie, insane, or have had one or more attacks of insanlty, or om

ound that they are aflicted with constitutionally psychepatnic in-
erierity, chrenle alecoholism, tuberculosis, a loathsome or damgerous

rendimmitted i it 18

was acquired while the allen was rerving

e United States or of any one of the nations

contaglous disease, or a mental defect, shall be
l)roved that the disabilit
n the military forces of
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cobelligerents of the/ United States, or who have enlisted and joined
the Czecho-Slovak and Pollsh Army waging war agfninst any one of the
central powers in the present war, and if such aliens return to a port
of the United States within one year after the termination of the war;
and the head tax assessed by section 2 of the said immigration act
shall not be collected, or, if collected, shall be refunded in the cases of
allens readmitted to the United States in pursuance of the terms
hereof ; nor shall the absence abroad of aliens readmitted in pursnance
of the provisions hereof be construed to interrupt the continuity of
their residence in the United States within the meaning of section 4
of the naturalization act approved June 29, 1906, If the commnnding
officer of the military organization or branch thereof in which suc

allen has rendered military service certifies, in support of his petition
for naturalization, that he has personal knowledge that such alien is
a person of ]fnud moral character and is in every way qualified, in such
officer’s opinion, to be admitted as a citizen of the United States, and
if any alien readmitted to the United States in pursuance of the terms
hereof shall at any time thereafter become a public charge, the expense
of his maintenance and care in the public institution to which he may
be committed shall be paid from the appropriation for the enforcement
of the Immigration act,

Permit me to say at this time, Mr. Speaker, that in view of
the splendid services these people are rendering our cause I feel
that it Is our duty to follow the action of France and in official
and proper manner recognize the cause of their brethren across
the sea, and give official recognition to the Czecho-Slovak, Jugo-
Slovak, and Polish armies as well as the Czecho-Slovak, Jugo-
Slovak, and Polish independence. The French Republic on
December 16, 1917, issued the following decree, recognizing the
eause for which I am now pleading:

DECREES,
Article I. Czecho-Slovaks organized in an autonomous army and

recognizing from the military standpoint the supreme authority of the
French higgh command will” fight under their own fag asnfnst the

Central Empires.

Article 1I. This national army is placed from the political stand-

int under the direction of the National Council for Czech and Slovak

nds, with headquarters in Paris.

Artiele T1I. The equipment of the Czecho-Slovak Army, as well as its
further malntenance, is assured by the French Government.

Artlele IV. Provisions governing the French Army as regards organ-
ization, military ranks, administration, and discipline are applicable
to the Czecho-Slovak Army,

Article V. The autonomous Czecho-Slovak Army is recruited :

1. From Czecho-SB8lovaks actually serv in the French Army ;

2. From Czecho-Slovaks of other jurisdictons who may be permitted
to transfer to the Czecho-Slovak Army or who may volunteer for service
in this army for the duratlon of the wa

r. :
Article V1. Further ministerial instructions will govern the applica-

tion of this decree.

Article VII The premler, the minister of war, and the minister of
foreign affairs are charged, each in his own éepartmcnt. with the
execution of this decree, which shall be published In the Journal Officiel
of the French Republic and inserted in the Bulletin des Lois.

Done at Paris, the 16th day of December, 1917.

Dy the President of the Republie,

POINCARE.

PICHON,
Minister of Forcign Affairs.

CLEMRNCEAU
Premier and Minister of War.

Permit me also to insert, under the leave given me, the fol-
lowing solemn declaration of the General Assembly of the Bo-
hemian Lands, held in Prague, January 6, 1918, which needs no
explanation on my part:

[Solemn declaration of the General Assembly of the Bohemian Lands,
held in Prague, Jan =y G, 1918.]

In the fourth year of the terrible war which has ulready cost such
immense sacrifices of the wealth and blocd of nations, the first tentative
peace parleys are going on. We Czech members of the parliament, that
parliament which has been by judgments of illegnl military courts de-

rived of many of its Slav deputies; further, we Czech deputies to the

‘gsolved and pot remewed Diet of the Kingdom of Bohemla, together
with deputies of the Diet of the Margravate of Moravia which has not
been convened during the war, and of last Diet of the Duchy of Sllesia,
ratify the de. larations of the Czech deputies in the parlinment and we
deem It our duty to declare emphatically on bebalf of the Czech Nation
and of her Blovak branch held down by Hungary our attitude toward
the reconstruction of international relations.

When the Czech deputies of our then recently revived nation during
the Franco-German War made a declaration with reference to the Euro-

an_ international guestions, they used in their resolutlons of Decem-
B:r 8, 1870, the following solemn words :

“All pations, the small as well as the t, have an oqlunl right to
self-determinstion, and their equality In this regard should be respected.
Only by recognizing this equality and réspecting the right of every
nation to shape its own destiny can mankind establish true equality
and brotherhood. general peace, and genuine humanity.'"”

We, the deputies of the Bohemian Nation, faithful to these Erlnc!ples
of our predecessors, greet with joy the fact that now nll the States
built on the principles of democracy, whether bellizerent or neutral,
agree with us in looking upon the right of nations to free self-deter-
mination as the guaranty of a general and lasting peace.

The new Russia also in her attempt for n general peace adopted the
principle of the right of-nations to self-determination as one of the
fundamental econditions of peace; she urged that nations should freely
choosze their own mode of life and determine whether they will con-
strtulct their own indcpendent state or form one common state with other
nations.

As against that the representative of Austrla-Hungary on behall of
the four allies declared that the question of the self-determination of
nations that have not at present an independent position in any existing
state should be solved by constitutional means.  We deem it onr doty
to declare on behalf of the Czech Nation that the attitode of the
Austro-Hungarian representative is not our attitude. On the contrary
we have opposed it all our declarations and motions, because from
qur innumerable bitter experiences we see in it the total negation of

the principle of the self-determination of natlons. We charge Indig-
nantly that our nation was robbed of her own independent state and of
the right to determine her destinies and was placed by artfully con-
trived electural schemes at the merey of the German minority and made
subject to the rule of German centralizing bureaucracy.

ur Slovak branch became a vietim of Marg{nr brutality and un-
speakable violence in a State which, in spite of its seemingly constitu-
tional régime, has remained the darkest corner of Europe, and In
which non-Magyar nations forming a majority, are oppressed and
exterminated b¥ the ruling minority, robbed of their children, without
representation in parliament and administrative posts, without public
schools, and deprived even of their private schools.

The constitution to which the Austro-Hungarian delegate appeals
tampered even with the fairness of the unlversal manhood franchise
by increasing artificially the representation of the German minority in
parliament. Its absolute worthlessness, as far as the rights of the
guo les are concerned, was demonstrated in an infamous manner by the
rutal military absolutism during the war. Every reference to this
constitution means in reality a denial of the right of self-determination
of the non-German races of Austria, leaving them at the mercy of
the QGermans, and it means especlally a coarse Insult to the non-
Magyar races of Hungary, where the constitution is merely the means
by which the shameless oligarchy of a few high-born Magyar families
m?lnmiﬂs{anits rule, as has been once more proved by the last electoral-
reform v

nation, like every other democracy of the world, desires a gen-
eral and lasting peace. But it is fully conscious that only that ce
will lasting which will put an end to ancient wron rutal force,
and nuHrvmat' of cannon, as well as the rule of states and natlonsa
over other nations ; that peace only will be lasting which will guarantee
free development to nations great and small, and which will ertl!ipe('iallly
liberate those nations that are still subject to forelgn dominion. t
is therefore necessary that the right to a free national existence and
self-determination of natlons, great and small, of whatever State
they may mow be a part shall be the foundation of future inter-
natlonal law, the guaranty of peace and friendlf relations of nations,
as well as the great ldeal possession which will free humanity from
the horrors of general war.

We, the representatives of the Bohemian Natlon, declare that a
peace which would not bring liberty to our nation could not and would
not be for us peace, but only the beginning of a new, milghty, and
thoroughgoing fight for political independence, in which our natlon would
employ to the utmost all its mate: and moral strength; and in this
relentless struggle It would not pause until it reached its goal. Our
nation reclaims this independence. mymﬁ,;'m“ ita historical Btate
right. It is pervaded by an ardent desire t it shall, in its own sov-
creign, equal, democratic, and soclally Just State, erected on the prin-
ciple of eguality of all the citizens and within the historical limits of
its territories, éﬁether with its Slovak branch, contribute to the new
growth of mankind, in free competlition with other free natioms, op
the foundation of !libe:ty and brutherhood, ﬁranting freely in this
national State full and equal rights to racial minorities.

Guided by these gr[nci les, we protest solemnly agalnst the rejection
of the right of nations self-determination at the peace conference.
We demand that in accordance with this prinelple all nations, includ-
ing our own, shall be gunaranteed rticipation at the peace congress
and full liberty to defend thelr rights,

I also desire to insert an article appearing in the Chicago
Daily News which, no doubt, will he very interesting to many
who are not familiar with the aims and aspirations of Bo-
hemia :

Czecnt AXD Srovak FigHT vor VicronYy—ProF. Eowanp Bexcs TELLs
OoF THEIR ACHIEVEMENTS AND ASPIRATIONS.

[By John IP. Bass, special corre dent of the Evening Star and the
s Chicago%ly News.] ¥

- Panis, Fraxce, April .

Edward Benes, former professor of the University of Prague, Bo-
hemia, and secretary general of the National Council of the Czechs
on the international position of Bohemia in the Burope of the future,
i:ul repared a statement on the alms of his nation and their relation
o the war.

In reading the statement of Prof. Denes one should not be influenced
by the present military situation to conelude that the article s the
dream of a deluded idealist and patriot. The forces of national life aro
far more permanent than those of war. Iven now Italy Is moving
toward a revolution in her policy of 40 years. In Rome there has just
been held a convention of the natlonal committees of Austrian Slavs
with commlittees of leading Itallans, French, and English. They favor
a _confederation of Slay States out of Austria-Hungary and an alliance
of these with Ital{. In 1848 the unity of the Italian nation was a3
far if not farther from realization than is that of this Slav federation.

Prof. Ilenes’'s statement is as follows:

WANT CZECHO-SLOVAK STATE.

“The Czechs and Slovaks have always been hostile to Austria and
Germany, and now hope to free themselves by the present war. 'There
are 12,000,000 of them, and they occupy about 40,000 square kilometers.
The creation of an Independent Czecho-Slovak State would create an
insurmountable obstacle to the imperialistic program of the Germans
and Magyars (Hungarians).

*This new State would be supgorted by the Polish State on the north
and by the Jugo-Slav State on the south. With the support of Italy
this confederation would form a strong barrier against German expan-
slon in the east and south,

*“The problem of central Europe would thius be solved in a favorable
manner for the allies and a just balance of power would be established.
The disappearance of the present Austria-Hungary—and the appliea-
tion of the principles of national independence leads to that logically—
means the incalenlable weakening of Germany, the abolition of an odions
régime, and the end of continunal disorder. But in order to erect the
barrier it would be necessary to work out in ceniral Europe a new
political system which would replace the old Austria-Hungary now
allied to Germany. In this system Bohemia would occupy an excep-
tional pesition. That position we are pbout to examimne, taking into
consideration the part thar Italy will play in the Europe of the future.

BOHEMIA WOULD BE CENTER.

“The international pnnilion of Dohemia, because of her geographleal
situation, would bwe of primary lmgurnmce for all ITuropean politics.
Dohemin woull be the center around which a certain number of States
would group themselves. Their political needs would lead them toward
a close union with the Czecho-Slovak State.
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“To create an economic Czecho-Polish block means to erect an in-
surmountable obstacle to * Mittel Europa." The Czechs are sufficiently
strong economically to defend themselves against Ge . They have
at thelr disposal the vast economic territory of Pnln:ig. where they
roulid find an outlet for their industries. ey would, on the one
hand, grow stronger, and, on the other hand, they wnnl& give TPoland
means of resistance against Germany's economic poli_[c:{. and at the
eame fime help IPoland to create a national = iz would give
Bohemia a port for her use. Dantzig, once in Pollsh hands, would
connect the economic life of Dohemia with the sea, and would asseci-
ate Dobemia still more closely with 'oland, which would be of mutual
ndvantage to both. The political, economic, and moral interests of
Poland and Bohemila being the same, there is no danger that Polish
and Czech policies could ever be at variance,

* The Czecho-Polish combination would render absolutely impossible
n new danger fer western Furope—that is to say, the creating of a
new triple allianee of Germany, Austria-Hungary, and TPoland—a
2?‘}5“ which would be real if Poland were left all alone at the side

HETmMAany.

“A delenslve political and economic allinnee against Germany would
fnevitably be concluded also between the Czechs and Slovaks and the
Jugo-Slavs, when the Jatier are once free. An analogous policy weuld
be put into effect with the Magyars in order to put them into a situa-
tion ‘where they could do no more harm.

THEIR RELATIONS TO ITALY.

“In the quesilon of the Adriatic and the relations between the
Itnlians and the Jugo-Slavs, the Czechs and Slovaks are directly in-
terested, and are formulating their ideas on both subjects in a wvery
definite manner. This is how the guestion looks to them:

* The Czechs and Hlovaks consider as one of the essential articles
of their own liticel program the unification of all the Jugo-Slavs
withont -exception.

*The best proof of premeditation on the part of Austria-Hungary is the
way in which she has muzzled the non-German peoples, who have never
participated in the plans of Berlin or Vienna, in order to assure the
domination of the German race. Austria foresaw resistance and pre-
pared for it in advance. An]mng the people from whom she had most

to fear she counted the Czechs.
“Finally the Czech sold refused to fight for Austria. During the

campaigns of Serbia and licia they succeeded in discouru.ginf; and
demornlizing the Apstro-Hungarian Army. To -estimate pmpcr{ the
damoge that they have done to the Aw erman cause it would be

necessary to follow the conduct of the Czech soldiers in minute detanil.
This conduct of the Czech population and thelr soldiers led to savage
reprisals on the part of the Austrian ‘Government.

“All political 1ife was suspended. The opfeslucm parties were dis-
solved. All the prineipal leaders who had not succeeded in gmtinﬁ out
-of the country were put into Emm Everﬁhody who was considerdd
dangerons—professors, journalists, and publicists—was imprisored or
s::thinto terrible concentration camps, where life was worse than

th.

REPRESEXTED IN TUNITED STATES.

“In America, Russia, Ttaly, and clsewhere there are sections of the
council. It is above all due to the elorts of the Cgechs of the United
States that the movement has dleone so well. Over 1,500,000 Czechs
and Slovaks are living in the Unlted States, and at the nning of
the war they set themselves two tasks: Tirst, to Talse the neces-
the Czech movement abroad, and, second, to work
in the United Btates. the first they have

though enormous sums have been required. As for
the second, the mugts

of their efforts a?xtnst Bernstorft, Doy-Ed,
and other German sples are ﬂﬁf Desl o be kn

ning own.
“The crowning success of toil was the constitution of the
[

mnational Czech and Slqu’k Army in France on December 16, 101

1 also wish to insert extracts from a resoluticn of the Bohe-
mian Socialistic Party of America appealing to the Socialistie
Party of Ameriea, asking for the repeal of the resolution adopted
at the St. Louis convention and declaring in favor of war
agninst the central powers and for the crushing of German
militarism and Austrian oppression, showing thereby the proper
spirit, patriotism, and loyalty to our country, which appeal
should by right be Tavorably considered by the Socialistic P'arty,
and that without delay :

T'o the Bocialist Party of America:

'The Bohemian Federation of the Soclalist Party of America considers
it its soclalist duty to rafse its voice at this time to the Socialist Party
of Ameriea in an urgent appeal that she change her attitude toward the
present war in this Lr:y!nﬁ hour of struggle for democratic w“fmlﬂﬂ-
and that she take a stand, after the example of labor part in the
allied notions, on the side of its own eountry. The DBohemian Federa-
tion of the Sociallst Party and the organized Bohemlan Workers in
Ameriea generally felt from the wery begiloning of the war warm sym-

- pathies with the workers of the allied countries and approved their
attitude toward the war, The Bohemian Federation of Soclalist Party
of America welcomed the grave wolce of this coun when she, after
the outbreak of the Russian revolution, as if eonsclous of the :Hinx
moments that were to overtake the Russian {x-ople, arose to sia by
the side of the yuunlg Russian democracy and thus to secure the victory
of the Russian peo‘l: e,

The Bohemian Yederation epposed, by a great majority of its vot
the well-known resolution of the 8t. Louls conventlon .and thus tifi
unmistakably to its fundamentally different view of the present war.

The Bohemian Federation of the Soclallst Party of ‘America demands
that the standpoint taken in the above referred to resolution be aban-
«loned, for the development of affairs In Ruossia demonstrated beyond a
shadow of doubt its untenability, and particularly the ideas e
$n the following declarations: “ It 15 not a war against the militarist

me of the central powers.” * It is not a war to advance the cause
of democracy fn Europe.” *In all modern history there has been mo
war more unjustifiable than the war in which we are about to engage.”
- - - - - - -

We eonsider it our duty as sociallsts to urge most earnestly the
Sacinlist Party in the United States to take, now, at least, in the interest
of Russia, which is being strangled, an attitude of utmost seriousness,
fall anreciuﬂve of fthe dempnids of this eritical moment of history.
Hhall the great revelutlon that is marching through the world pass by
without the proletariat of this country entering it as an active, pro-

ve force?

? . » . * . »

| they have suffered and bled, sacrificed their lives and all.

May 6,

We «demand, with the full weight of our EoFIalIst vote, that the
Bocialist Party of America declare in favor of' the war against the
central powers; that it offer this Republic all its loyal sssistance and
support against the outer and inner enemy everywhere, where the soclal
and demeocratic interests .of this counntry suffer in any way whatsoever,

Bohemian socialist workers always did and always will stand firmly
upon this principle. In the war of nations, which was transformed into
the greatest revolution of the suffering masses of humanity, we mareh
on with our American Nation toward the great godal of a better future.

Goerman militarism must be crushed, because ** the world must be made
safe for socialism and demecracy.”

d : Jos. Martinek (editor), Chas. Tevinger, Chas. Iint-
ner, Belae (member of executive committee of Bo-
hemian Federation), Josef Novak (editor in chief Daily
Spravedinest), Chas, Glaser, M. Martinkova, Fr. Hiava-

cek Aeditor), .Jos. Jenlk, Vojta Benes (author), L.
Cimler (editor), Fr. V. Etuchal, Srettr, Fr. H.
Gruemer (editor of Dailly Bpravedinost), Jan Juppa,
A. ¥, Vesely (member executive committee Bohemg:n
Federation), Ton

Novotny (sec‘rt‘mr{ of Bohenian
Federation of the Socialist 'arty), Stcg en Skala (husi-
ness agent Amalgamated Garment Workers of Amerlea),
J. Novotna, Ant. Svoboda, BE. Horak, Fr. Horn, Fr.
Brosta, Fr. Zivny (member of executive committee of
Bohemian Federation).

CHicAgO, ILL., Pebruary 23, 1919.

Mr. Speaker, to demoustrate to the world that we stand by
the President and that the entire country is united in this battle
for freedom, democracy, and the independeuce of nll nations, and
calling attention to the memorable words of our President to
the Congress of the United States on the eve of our entrance in
this great conflict, wherein he said:

We shall fight for ithe things which we have carried nearest our
hearts—{for democracy, for the rights of those who submit to authority
to bhave a voice in their own governments, for the rights and libertles
S Bt 8 sl Dot Pt end Shiot 4ol pebpies had e 1o
worlgeﬁpnelr at last free. o ¥ R 53

I feel that it is our duty not only to adopt unanimously ‘this
resolution, but to also adopt a resolution giving assurance to
the oppressed and dominated nations, s’who have suffered and
are suffering to-day for the eause. That we recognize their almns
and aspirations and that their cause is our cause and that we
stand ready and willing to give them any and all assistance, the
same as we are giving the allied forces, and will insist that all
these nations shall have their deserved independence for-which
To
that end, AMr. Speaker, I shall introduce a resolution providing.
for the recognition of their independence and assuring them of
our loyal, undivided support. [Applause.]

Mr. SLAYDEN, Mr. Speaker, T will ask the gentleman from
Wisconsin to use some of his time now.

Mr. STAFFORD. May I inquire whether there will be more
than one speech on the gentleman's side?

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am going to yield one minute to my col-
leagne, Mr. SurrH, to make a request, and then I shall use the
three minutes remaining.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman wish me to yield one
minute of my time?

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would be very much obliged for it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr., Speaker, of the five minutes remain-
ing, which I have in my control, I yield one of them to the gentle-
man from Texas fTor his use,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recognized
for four minutes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this bill applies to tweo dif-
ferent classes, one aliens who have enlisted or been conscripted
and the other those of certain nationalities who have joined
separate organizations and are not a part of our National Army,
The effect of this proviso as to the first class, as has been
pointed out here, will be that you will be giving the aliens who
have voluntarily enlisted in our National Army or who have
been conscripted not only the compensation which is provided
by the War Risk Insurance Bureau, which gives compensation
to every -enlisted man in the National Army, but you give him
the additional advantage of maintenance and care on the part
of the National Government., That shows the impracticability of
legislating at this time on ‘this great question as how the
National Government should, if ever, take care of those who
have received injuries in service abroad.

Further, under this provise here the States could go to any
extent in maintaining and ecaring for those individuals regard-
less, as I pointed out in my opening statement, ns to the origin
of the injury, and the National Government immediately will
be obliged to pay every cent for their maintenance and care.
We are not in a position to consider and we should not be con-
sidering nt the present time the adaption of a poliey by the
National Government of maintuining and earing for aliens who
have voluntarily enlisted or been conscripted, or for those
declarants who have joined separate units apart from our Army
whe arve fighting on the batfle front. What should be done here
is to vote down this motion to suspend the rules and then there
will be no objection whatever to the consideration of this bill
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‘wvithout ‘the proviso. 1 believe it will go through under nnani-

mous consent, certainly under suspension of the rules. "This
idea of having the National Government for the first time bear
“the expenses of their cave aml muintenance, not if disabled in
‘battle for any subsequent eause, should be gone over thoroughly
by n committee so that we can provide for that situation, if at
all, deliberately.

Is there anyone here who maintains that this is an opportune
smowment that the Natienal Government should bear -every item
of the expense for maintenance and care of those persons swho
rerurn to this country within one year after the outbreak of
war? That shews beyond question that this proviso should be
stricken out and then left to a subsequent committee to report
-on this separate provision, "This proviso has nothing swhatever
to do with this bill. We all agree that these persons should have
the right to be returned to this country regnrilless of the natu-
ralization law. 'Why should this extranerus matter be brought
din here by semebody, perbaps representing some seaport, who
has not given full consideration to the subject? Let usvote down
:the motion to suspend the rule, and then this bill svill go through
awith the proviso left out.

Mr. SBABATH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. I will now yield to the gentleman from
Jdllinois, if I have any time remnining.

Mr. SABATH. I am not greatly interested in the proviso——

Mr, STAFFORD. Then I will ask unanimous consent——

Mr..SABATH. ButT1 wish to state this, that before these men
go over they are examined by three different physicians; they are
suhject to a full examination, and none but healthy men capable
-of service are taken abroad.

Mr. STAFPORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the metion to suspend the rules be madified to the extent of sus-
pending the rules and pussing House joint -resolution 255 with
the proviso left out.

AMr. RAKER Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to .ohject—I
will have to object to that unanimous-consent request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. RAKER. I object,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California objects.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yleld to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Caarres B. Sarra] for a minute.

Mr. CHARLES B. SMITH. Mr, Speaker. I desire to ask
-unanimous consent’to offer an amendment, which I send to the
Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks nnani-
mous consent to offer an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, :ine 12, after the word * charge,” insert the words™ by reason
of disabillty incurred ln sald service.”

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this proviso should be
amended in many particulars, and far that reason T objeet.

Mr. CHARLES B. SMITH. Mr, Speaker, 1 do not wish to
imperil the passage of the bill "by insisting that the proviso
remain. So far as'T am concerned, therefore, I am willing to
consent “to have.it stricken out in its entirety. ‘I feel, however,
that with the amendment which I have suggested the proviso
ought to be inserted. There is no reason why loenl communities
should have to bear the expense of maintaining men who have
been fighting the enemies of the United States. ‘And that is the
reason why the provision was originally inserted in the measure.

Mr. CRAMTON. DMany of the allens covered hy the proposed
bill are serving in our own armies and are receiving the same

“pay as our own citizens serving beside them and are assured

‘the same benefits accruing under our war-risk Insuorance act.

If our own citizens are incapacitated for self-support by thelr
'military service the Federal Government assumes no respon-
sibility for their support when they return home other than the
ald given under the war-risk insurance act. Anything needed
beyond that the local communities will have to supply. Why
should -the Federal Government extend to these aliens relief
greater than it provides for our own eitizens?

Mr., STAFTTORD, These men are foreigners who, whether
ithey velunteer or are conseripted, will, under the war-risk att,
“have a pensionable status,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York

[Mr. Caagries B, SantH] has expired.

_ Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield to me,
T wish to withdraw my objection to the application of the
;Zentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp]. ‘I was opposed to
‘this in the committee, and after it was reported out I thounght
I onght to maintain my position here on the floor. 'But I with-
«draw my ebjection,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Stav-
Forp] renews his request for unanimous consent to .offer an
amendment to sirike out the provise. Is there objection?

[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the
striking out of the proviso.

The question was taken, and the nmendment was agreed to.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Spenker, T ask for a vote.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the Senate joint resolution,

The question was taken ; and two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof, the rules were suspended and the joint resolution was

passed,
Mr, SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recoznp. 4
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent 'to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chalr hears none.

WIDOWS' PENSIONS—AMEXDING CHAPTER 470, STATUTES AT LARGE.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr, Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
for the purpose of passing the bill H. R, 9003.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (i1, ‘B. 9003) to amend the act approved September 8, 1916,
chapter 470, Btatutes at Large, Sixty-fourth Congress, relating to
pensions.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, T demand a second.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a secund be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks nnanimous
consent that a second be considered as ordered. 1s there objec-
tion? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will
read the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 8093) to amend the act approved September 8, 1916,
chapter 470, Statutes at Large, Bixty-fourth Congress, mlafln; to
pensions, 5
Be it emnacted, ete., That section 2 of the arct of Congress approved

September 8, 1416, chapter 470, Statutes at Large, lety—!'our@h Con-

gress, be amended to read as follows:

“Sre, 2. That any widow of an officer or enlistrd man who served
in ‘the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the Uniti] Btates during the
Civil War whose name was Plact-d or shall hereafter be placed on: the

nsion roll, under any exist n\? law, and whose name has been or shall

ereaflter be dropped sald penston roll by reason of bher marriage
to another person who has since died or shall hereafter die, or from
whom she has been heretofore or shall be hereafter divorced upon her
own application and without fault on her rnrt. shall be entitled to have
her name again placed on the pension roll at the rate allowed by the
law oaonder which she was formerly pensioned, and the law or laws
amendatory thereof, nnless she be entitled to a greater rate of pension
under the provisions of section 1 of this act, such penslen to com-
mence from the date of filing ber application in the Bureau of Pensions
after the passage of this act: vided, however, That where the
pension of said widow on her second er su uwent marriage has
accrued to a helpless or idiotic child, or a chlld or children under
the age of 10 years, she shall not be -entitled to renewal onder.this

act -unless sald helpless or idiotie child. er ¢hild or children under 16
rs of age, be then a member or members of her family and carved

or by her, and upen the renewal of pension to sald widow payment

of pension to sald child or children shall ceare: And provided further,

That the provisions of this act &hall be extended to those widows, other-

wise entitled, whese hnsbands died of wounds, injuries, or disease

incorred during the period of their military or naval service, but who
were d:-lmved of p under the act of Mareh 3, 1865, becanse of
thelr fa'lure to draw any pension by reason of their remarriage, and
to -any person who was lawfully married to_an officer or enlisted man,
who served In the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States
during the Clvil War and was honorably discharged therefrom amd
has since deceased, and who, having remarried sinee bis death 'is
again a widow, or has been divorred from her last husband upon her
own application without fault on her part and who, otherwise entitled,
was barred b{amm df such remarriage from ro--e!criug2 pension under
any existing law, or was barred by reason of her having married the

soldler subsequent to June 27, 1 5
“This on shall apply to cases where there bas beem one, or

mere than one, marriage after the death of the soldier, If It be shewn

that such sorecessive marriage -was dissolved by the death of the hus-
band or hy divoree upon the application of the wife and without fault
on her part: and this section shall apply to claims filed subscquent to

Beptember 8, 1016,

REAPPOINTMENT OF CONFEREE,

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman from Ohio begins,
the other day the Chair was informed that the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Austin], who was one of the conferees on a
House bill, was away and probably would not be back, and he
appointed the gentleman from Kentueky [Mr. Lanciey]. It
turns out that Mr. AustIN got back here on Saturday and
actually signed the conference report, and therefore the Chair
revokes the nppointment of the gentleman from Kentucky

[Mr. Laxcrey] and reappoints the gentleman from Tennessee

[Mr. AvsTIN].
Mr. LANGLEY. Which is perfeetly satisfactory to the
“gentleman from Kentucky." :

WIDOWS' PEXSIONS—AMENDING CITAPTER 470, STATUTES AT LARGE.

Mr. ASHEBROOK. Mr. Speaker, thisbill seeks only to elear up
and carry out the original intent of Congress when it passed the
widows' pension bill. The widows" bill was passed by the House on
June 17, 1016, by the Senate on September 7, and signed'by the
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President and became a law on September 8, 1016. I might state
that it was the last bill signed by the President before the ad-
Journment of that session of Congress. I believe that I am quali-
fied to speak with some little knowledge and authority when I
say it was the intent and understanding of the Congress to do the
things this bill now before you will accomplish. I make this
statement because I prepared and introduced the bill, I was a
member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions which consider-
ered the bill and reported it to the House. I appeared before
the Senate ’ension Committee and explained the provisions of
the bill to the Senate committee. The report of the Senate com-
mittee was almost a verbatim report of the House report, so that
it is evident that both the House and Senate had a like under-
standing of the intent and purposes of the bill. This bill before
you te-day, therefore, really contains no new legislation and
eught net be long debated or receive a single negative vote.
xill therefore be as brief as possible in explaining as best I can
the bill now under consideration.

The act of September 8; 1916, undertook to pension four
clasges of Civil War widows. Only two, however, are under

-consideration at this time, as the other two provisions of the
original bill were satisfactorily construed by the Pension De-
partment. It was clearly intended to pension remarried widows,
but the Commissioner of Pensions held, after a large number of
cases had been favorably considered and placed upon the pen-
sion roll, that a widow who contracted more than one marriage
was not entitled to a pension under the Ashbrook law.

If you will refer to the letter from the Commissioner of Pen-
siong, printed in the report accompanying this bill, you will
observe that the ruling of the Pension Department was not
sustained by the Interior Department until March 27, 1917, and
hefore that decision was announced a large number of claims of
widows who had contracted more than one marriage had been
allowed and are now on the pension rolls and receiving a pen-
sion.. Possibly 1,500 or more widows whose claims were not
allowed before the decision was made are therefore denied a
pension, although their cases are just as meritorious and deserv-
ing as those who were fortunate enough to have their claims
allowed. This is an injustice that I am sure you will desire
to rectify.

I regret that it has been so long delayed. One thousand eight
hundred and ninety-nine soldiers’ widows died during March
last, and, like the old veterans, they are dying very rapidly. I
have been striving ever since the adverse ruling was made to
have this measure brought before the House, but during the
extra session last summer, as you all know, it was impossible
to bring any legislation before the House except war legislation,
I have been striving ever since December to get this bill up, as
the Speaker will corroborate, but, like many other important
bills, it had to give way to war measures and bills considered
more important. However, I am glad at this late hour to have
the opportunity to bring this bill to the attention of the Congress,
and I am sure that it will be passed without objection. I am
sure that you all appreciate how much these poor women need
the pension justly due them in these days of high prices when
we can hardly make ends meet on our own salaries. Nearly all
are old and unable to properly support themselves. We have
to-day given the old soldiers a substantial increase in their pen-
sions by the passage of the Sherwood bill, and now before this
good day is ended let us correct the injustice that has been done
these faithful old widows who have not benefited by the law
which I am proud to have bear my name. There is no dispute
on the part of anyone here that it was the intention of Congress
that all Civil War widows who were married previous to June
27, 1905, o an honorably discharged soldier who had served 90
days should be pensioned regardless of the number of times she
had married.

Mr. LANGLEY,
me?

Alr. ASHBROOK. I will.

Mr. LANGLEY. I think—and I base my opinion upon a care-
ful reading of that decision—that technieally the commissioner's
ruling was probably eorrect. But I think it was too rigid a con-
struetion of the act. If yon will make a eareful analysis of the
language of your original act, I believe that, as a lawyer, yon
will agree that as a purely legal proposition the ruling was cor-
rect, although it was not the intention of the committee or of
Congress, of course, that the bill should be so construed.

Alr. ASHBROOK. I think that everybody who gave this bill
any consideration knows that it was not the intention of the
Congress to bar widows who had eontracted more than one mar-
ringe. But the unfortunate thing about the bill was that it was
written in the singular and not in the plural. If it had read
“mare than one marringe ™ or “ person or persons,” the plural
and not the singular, the Commissioner of Pensions advised me
ihat this adverse ruling would not have been made.

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to

Alr. SNOOK.
question?

Mr, ASHBROOK. I do.

AMlr. SNOOK. Has my colleague any information as to how
many widows this will affect? Has he any figures on the
subject?

Mr. ASHBROOK. If I am not mistaken, the Commissioner
of Pensions told me there are about 1,500 widows who have
been denied a pension because they had contracted more than
one marriage.

Mr. SNOOK. A small number,

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes; a very small number.

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes.

Mr, ROBBINS. What amount of money will the Treasury be
required to pay out to make good the proposed pensions intended
to be allowed by this bill?

Mr, ASHBROOK. I am unable to tell the gentleman just
how much money it will cost, but the amount will be insignifi-
cant. It was clearly the intention of Congress to give these
widows a pension, and whether it will cost $100.000 or $1,000,000
or more, I do not think Congress ought to hesitate to put the
correct interpretation upon this law.

Mr. ROBBINS. It is a matter of having the construction
placed on the law that was the original intention of Congress
when the bill was passed.

Mr. ASHBROOK. There is no doubt but it was the original
intention of Congress to include remarried widows or widows
who contracted more than one marriage.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes.

Mr. RUSSELL. The Commissioner of Pensions estimates
that there will be about 1,500 benefited. They are now drawing
$20 under the Ashbrook bill,

Mr. ASHBROOK. The gentleman is :nistaken; some may
be drawing $12 under the old law, but the majority are not now
on the pension roll. =

Mr. RUSSELL. It will be an increase of $8 per month. You
can multiply that by 1,500.

Mr. ASHBROOK. It will eertainly include many widows
who are not now on the pension rolls.

Mr. ROBBINS. These widows that you propose to pension
now_ are not on the pension roll at all. Is not that the fact?

Mr. ASHBROOK. The great majority are not on the pension
roll at all.

Mr. ROBBINS. They go on the roll at $25?

Mr. ASHBROOK. They go on at $25.

Mr. LANGLEY. A good many may have been at some time
on the roll and forfeited the pension by remarriage. Then
they remarried again, without having been restored to the rolls,
as they could not under existing law. It was, of course, our
intention to include these, and that is what the pending bill
does.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlemar. yield?

AMr. ASHBROOK. Yes.

Mr. HICKS. The intention of this bill is to correct a tech-
nical error in the former bLill?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes. That is all.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK, Yes. -

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not quite agree with the gentleman

from Kentuecky [Mr, Laxarey] in his statement. To my mind,
had the Bureau of Iensions given the former legislation just
an ordinarily liberal construction this bill wonld not be neces-
sary. Their decision was based upon the word * widow ™ up
in the beginning of the section; but there was language in the
bill that would fully describe just the people whom the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. Asusroox] is now trying to reach; such
language as this—
" That any person who was lawfolly married to an officer or enlisted
man who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United
States during the Clvil War and was honorably dlscharged therefrom
and has since deceased, and who, bhaving remarried since his death is
again a widow,

There is no limitation as to the number of remarriages; and
if there is any virtue in the matter of being remarried, then
these widows who remarry twice after the death of the soldier
onght to be more sure of a pension than the others. It was
only on the strictest policy of construction Imaginable that the
department made its ruling. I have been in sympathy with the
gentleman’s efforts. I know how carefully he has worked to
right this injustice, and I hope he may sueceed with his meas-
ure to-day.

AMr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
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Mr. ASHBROOK: I thank the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Craarrox] for what he has hagd te say, and T wish to inferm
the House that the gentleman from Michigan appeared with me
before the Assistant Secretary of the Interior te argue this very
case, and I knew that he has also made every effert that he
could to have the correct interpretation placed upon this law,

Mr. LANGLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I desire
to indorse the gentlemnn's statement. as to the activity of both
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramrox] nml the gentle-
mun from Ohie [Mr. Asmpsroox].

Mr. ASHBROOK. And I am also glad to lnclmle the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Lancrey] and any other gentleman
who desires to join with me in helping these needy old women
who tenderly and faithfully looked after the comfort and wel-
fare of some old soldier who gallantly respended to his
* eountry's call in those dark days of more than a half cen-

Ty ago.

Mr. LANGLEY. T thank the gentleman; but what I wished
to say, Mr. Speaker, was that the statement of the gentleman
from Michigan does not in fact ceniliet with what I said, which
was, that while I thought it was too strict a construction, techni-
cally the commissioners’ ruling was correct, and the fact that it
had been sustained by the law officers of the Interior Department
sustains what I am saying. 1 served with seme of them for
several years, and I know they have some exeellent legal talent.
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramrox] is & very able,
level-hended man, but I believe he is not a Inwyer. I agree with
him that the broad, commen-sense, libernl view that should be
taken of these peasion statutes would have warranted the oppo-
site constrietion, but technically the construction was correct,
following the rule of striet construetion, which ought not te
obtain in cases like this.

Mr. ASHBROOK. I want the House to understand that the
Commissioner of Pensions, before this ruling was made, allowed
a large number of elaims of widows who had contracted more
than one marriage, and those widows are new en the pension
roll alfd receiving pensions. After this adverse ruling was made,
widows who had contracted more than one marringe were denied
a pension. I do not criticize the Commissioner of Pensions, who
is un ol soldier himself, and I know Is friendly to pensions and
pension legisiation, but mmust, of course, execute the lnws with
justice and impartiality, Mr, Saltzgaber has cerdially eoopernted
with me to have the Ashbrook law amended, as is evidenced by
the following letter:

F DEPARTMEXT OF THE INTERIOR,
T or Pxxumm,

Waashington, December 12, 19I7.
Hon, WrLLIaM A. ASARRDOK, a1

House of Repr {atives, Washingd D. 0.
urmhm-mmmmwmmm
of some widows of soldlers who had, after the soldier’s death, contracted
more than one mrﬂnge, 1 am sendin; "5 {,n hmwlth 2 prov whlch

contnins pertinent la competen
reons o the Pension to elfect the tt ali.ot
%ﬁetﬂmmnhmmﬂwmm 5 !Rt pension
WK
amendment to the end of sectlon

Tﬁiapnrhomld be inserted as an

- 2 of the act of September 8§, 1016, of which you were the author, or it
the pension tion

could hemldedmnﬂusetn ugnp bill,

The decizlion of the Secrefary overrulin, Lamb declgion eccurred
Marrh 27, 1917. Before that, under the nrnmr practice of the Penslon
Bureau, there had been pla on the roll a large number of widows whe
had been marrled twice or more suhaen{:ent %o the death of the soldler
h i.\uml. meem aliowed tn re on the pension roll under the
ot under a

ﬂonefthnhwwuhmhe
sitnation af. ﬂ‘n

claded.
It will please me wery much if vou are able to remedy this sitwatlon
and allow them all to go upon the pension roll.
Cordially, yours,
G. M. SBarrzoanes, TCommissioner,
Mr, STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield in that connec-

I am glad to yield to the gentléman from

Mr. STAFFORD. Under what construction of law does the
Commissioner of Pensions deny applicants whe have married
more than once and yet retzin on the pension roll several hun-
dred others having the same status who have been awsarded
pensions? If there is no authority of law for granting pen-
sions to the applicants, why is there authority of Iaw to pay
out money to these-who have been granted pensions under an

erroneous construction of the law?

Mr. DEMPSEY. Under what the commissioner claims to be
an erroneous construction of the law.

M_r STAFFORD. Under what the commissioner clnims to be

erroneous construction of the Iaw.

Mr ASHBROOK. I will say to the gentleman from Wlseon-
sin that it is the policy of the Pension Department that when a

claim has been allowed if some other construetion of the law is
Inter made the claims that have been allowed will net be dis-
turbed.

Mr, STAFFORD. How many are now on the pension rolls
who are receiving pensions under former constructions of the
law where snbsequent constructions would not entitle them to
pensions?

Mr. ASHBEROOE.. I have no doubt that there are a great
many. In this particular instance I believe there are more who
are now receiving pensions under the first construction of the
widows' law than will be benefited by the passage of this bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. This is a very peculiar administration of
the pension law, that when a department head construes the
law to mean that there is no warran: for a certain payment. of
money they will continue to pay the money out to persons in an
identical status, but will ceeline to pay to those who apply sub-
sequently.

Mr. ASHBROOK. I will say further to the gentleman that I
have here a lerter from the Commissioner of Pensions, dated
December 12, 1917, from which I quote:

The decision of the Secretary, everruling the Lamb decision, occurred
March 27, 1917. Before that, under the former practice of the Pension
Tureau, there had been placed on the roll a large number of widows
who had been married twice or more, subsequent to the death of the
soldier husband, They were allowed to remain on the pension roll
under the well-known rule that decisions arrived at under a former
interpretation of the laws would not be dlsturbed.

Mr. BURNETT. Has that been the uniform rule?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes; I believe it has.

Mr. BURNETT. I know a number of Confederate soldiers
whe were taken out at Rock Island and sent to fight on the
frontler, and the commissioner first held that they were entitled
to a pension. Hoke SmrrHa decided that they were not, and they
were taken off the roll. Ancother commissioner decided that
they were, and they were put back onto the roll ; another eom-
missioner decided differently, and they were stricken off the
roll; and then another decided another way, and they were put
on and are still there.

Mr. ASHEROOK. Possibly, the gentleman is right. I Enow
of one or two instances where the soldiers were on the roll, but
were stricken off and are not now receiving a pension.

Mr. LANGLEY. Imttoasythntthosemsesamof:m
entirely different character. There was involved in those cases
questions that are not in any sense on all fours with this case.

Mr. BURNETT. There is one further question I desire to
ask. Is this bill retroactive? Under a correct interpretation
of the law, would it give these widows pensions who would
have been entitled to a pension?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Themighmluctm‘sthxttlepenth
shall begin from the filing of the application. My opinien is
that if this interpretation which we seek to put upon the aet
becomes a law they will recelve a pension from the time they
file their applieation.

Mr. FIELDS. If there is any question about the cnnstmclio‘n
ought it not be remedied in the bill?

Mr. LANGLEY. There ean be mo question of construction
about it, as I understand it. The author of the bill and the
Pension Office officials have agreed upon the phraseology that

will nccomplish the objects we have in view. iy

Mr. ASHBROOK. The original lnwmystromthednteot
the application. Of course, widows who have not filed an ap-
plication would not receive a pension until they did file the
application.

Afr. FIELDS., Why should it not say following their appli-
cation under the law of 1016? Many of them had filed ap-
iplications but they were rejected for the reason that they were

Those who have filed thelr appllications
will hardly be required to file another application.

Mr, FIELDS. That is what I wanted to be sure of,

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes.

Mr. BLACK. Does not the gentleman think that the bill
ought tp read that such pensions shall commence from the date
of filing the application in the Bureau eof Pensions after the
passage of this act as herein amended? Deecause Congress has
not passed a law authorizing this, or it would net be passing
it now.

Mr. LANGLEY. This is a bill to construe the other act.

Mr, BLACK. Will not the gentleman ask unanimous consent
to modify the bill so that the claims will date from t!n. |'mu1"c
of thc act as herein amended ?

Mr. ALEXANDER. I should ebject to that. The effect of
that would be to keep out all of those widows who remarried
from the time of the adverse ruling up to this time. Al those
claims are now pending, and it would be absolutely unjust.
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Why should they be kept out; why discriminate in favor of
some and not others?

Mr. LANGLEY. I do not understand that that would be the
effect of it. If it is, T am against it, of course.

Mr. ASHBROOK. As I understand, the gentleman’s object
is to do the very thing that the bill will do.

Mr. ALEXANDER. The gentleman from Texas says “ after
the pessage of the amended act.” That would cut out all those
who had contracted marriage in the meantime,

Mr. FIELDS. You might say *“after the passage of the act
of 1916.”" Was it ot the gentleman's opinion that the widows
would be pensioned under the other act?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes; but I will admit that, in the light of
my past experiences, I am not much of a prophet on the con-
struction the legal department of the Pension Office may take
on this or any other pension hill,

Mr. FIELDS. Can the gentleman tell how the Pension Bu-
reau will construe it?

Mr. ASHBROOK. I will say to the gentleman that I first in-
troduced a bill and submitted it to the Commissioner of Pen-
sions. He reviewed it, made suggestions relative to the things
I sought to do, and I then acted upon his suggestions and re-
introduced the bill, and it has the approval of the Commis-
sioner of Pensions.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ASHBROOK. Yes.

Mr, WALSH. T call the gentleman's attention to the sugges-
tion made by the gentleman from Texas. If he desires to ac-
complish what he seeks by his suggestion, he must do it by
adding another section to the bill. He could not jump it into
the middle of the bill in the manner he secks to do without
affecting the interpretation of the entire measure in other par-
ticulars.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, before I reserve the balance
of my time I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. The bill
us reprinted after it was reported to the House contains an
error. On page 3, line 16, the word *each” oeccurs, when it
should read “such™; and, if necessary to offer an amendment,
I wish to now offer it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to correct the wording of the bill, which the Clerk will
report. The Clerk says that in the print that he has there is no
word “ each ” in line 16.

My. SMITH of Michigan,

Mr, ASHBROOK. Evidently I have a different print.

Ar. LANGLEY. The gentleman thinks the word “each?”
ought to be substituted for the word “ such ”?

Mr, ASHBROOK, Mr, Speaker, the confusion is due to the
fact that the bill was first placed on the House calendar and was
stricken from that calendar and placed on the Union Calendar,
which changed the lines,

The SPEAKER. Which bill is it that the gentleman has?

Mr. ASHBROOK. I did have the bill which was on the
House Calendar, and the amendment should properly come in line
21 of the bill on the Union Calendar.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MADDEN. How much fime for debate is there on each
side of this question?

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes. The gentleman from
Ohio has used up his time, but the Chair thought he would put
this motion if he could find out where it is,

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, in the bill on the Union
Calendar No. 8, report No. 254, on page 3, line 21, the word
“ guch " should be “each.”

Mr, CRAMTON. Does not the genfleman think the language
should be “ each such successive marriage,” using both words?

Mr. ASHBROOK. I am quite willing to take the adviee and
suggestion of the Commissioner of Pensions. He called my at-
tention to this error in the reprint of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

";':ge“ 3, line 21, strike out the word *“such” and insert the word

The SPEAKER. Is that the way the gentleman wants it?
Mr. ASHBEROOK, That is it.
Mr. CANNON. Does this take care of the widow who has
* married the third time?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes; or the fourth.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to offering this amend-
ment?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment, S 3

The amendment was agreed to.

That is, line 21.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mabpex]
is recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr, Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. Brack], who desires to make a unani-
mous-consent reguest.

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
motion which has been made to suspend the rules and pass this
bill be modified so as to provide for an amendment on line 17,
page 2, after the word “ this,” by adding the word * amended,”
so that it will read “ after the passage of this amended act.”

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLACK. Yes,

Alr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is aware that we are amend-
ing section 2 of the act passed on September 8, 1016.

AMr. BLACK. Yes. .

Mr. STAFFORD. There might be applications pending under
other classes to which the amendment of the committee has no
relevancy whatever, and at the present time have not been ad-
judicated, and yet with the gentleman’s amendment they wounld
be denied a pension until this amended act was passed. The
gentleman will realize the injustice that would be done under
that condition.

Mr. BLACK. What I am trying to do is to prevent an injus-
tice that will be done fo tlie Treasury if the amended act we
are about to pass is made a retroactive act, and these pensions
that have been disallowed are dated back to the time of filing
the claim in the Pension Bureau after the passage of the original
act. I do not think that should be done, but that all such elasses
of claims should date from the passage of this amended act.

Mr. LANGLEY. Where would the injustice come in?

Mr, BLACK. Because Congress has never passed any law
of that kind, and it takes this law to give them that status. The
very fact that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has reported
this bill is sufficient proof within itself that the classes of claims
which it is intended to cover now have no pensionable status.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I shall object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects.

Mr. MADDEN. My, Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr, DExpseY].

Mr. DEMPSEY. JMr, Speaker, It seems clear to me that this
bill, if it is passed, ought to deal fairly as between all persons
who are entitled to pensions; that the widows who have applied
heretofore and have been denied pensions under what was
clearly an unwise construction, because it was a construction
contrary to the intention of this House, should not be dis-
criminated against, while others who applied at an earlier date
have been carried on the pension rolls despite this ruling., I
suggest that we amend the bill by adding section 8, as follows:

BEC. 8. Pensions granted under this act shall be payable and paid
from the date of the filing of the application therefor heretofore or
hereafter.

That makes the act take effect from the time of the filing of
the application, and it puts all applicants on the same basis.
Of course they should not have a pension until they have
applied for it. They should be reasonably diligent, but, on the
other hand, the bureau should not be continually giving unwise
or unjust or unfair rulings—rulings contrary to the intention
of this House.

Mr., WALSH. Will the genfleman yield?

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. .

Mr. WALSH. Of course it could not be section 3, becaunse the
original bill has section 3. The gentleman will have to add
another paragraph to this bill or else make it section 2 of this
bill. He could not have section 3, because there is a section 3.

Mr. DEMPSEY. What would the gentleman suggest?

Mr. WALSH. Simply add another paragraph. ]

Mr. DEMPSEY. Add as a paragraph, striking out section 3?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. DEMPSEY. It seems to me that the amendment sug-
gested would make the bill fair, just, and reasonable as between
the various applicants. It would earry out the Intention of this
House. We ought to insist with the department when we pass
a law thot we are going to have it construed according to Iits
purpoese, according to a fair interpretation of the language, ac-
cording to what the House intended to do, and in passing this
;mfl!.ldmellt we are simply insisting upon a construction of that

in :

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Would the gentlcman change the
present bill?

Alr. DEMPSEY. I do not know whether the amendment
changes it or not, but it does make it plain.

Mr. SAIITH of Michigan. Under the present bill they get it
from the time of the application, whether before or after.

Afr. DEMPSEY. You might get it aud you might not; this is
to make the meaning plain and beyond question.
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Mr. FIELDS. According to the gentleman's amendment they
wonld get it from the time the application is filed.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes.

Mr, LOBECK. According to the language in lines 15 and 16,
age 2
Mr. DEMPSEY., This is to aveid any question as to con-
struetion. My experience with the burean has been that it gives
the most narrow and the most illiberal construetion it can, and
if we give them this Janguage it seems to me we will not have
any doubt about it.

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired.

AMr. MADDEN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY].

Mr. LANGLIEY. Mr. Speaker, I misunderstood the purpose
of the gentleman from Texas when I indicated my concurrence
in the amendment he suggested a while ago. Now that I under-
stand the purport of it, I am opposed to it, and I am in favor
of the amendment suggested by the gentleman from New York
[Mr. DEMPSEY], because there is no question but what it would
be a rank injustice to permit this misconstruction of what was
the clear purpose of the committee and of the Congress in
passing the act of 1916, to deprive those who were the victims
of the commissioner’s ruling of what we intended them to have
and what many other remarried widows have in fact received,
whose cases are exactly the same.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr, LANGLEY. In a moment. To deprive some widows of
part of the benefits of this act of September 8, 1916, while others
are not so diseriminated against, wounld be unjust and inde-
fensible. Now I yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. DEMPSEY. I will give the gentleman an illustration
of the kind of construction that we get in the Pension Depart-
ment. A man was discharged from the service and his discharge
certificate stated his age. The day he was born of course affects
his pensionable status, the amount to be paid depending upon
his age, and the Pension Department refuses to accept that
certificate of discharge which gives his age at the time when
there was no object at all in stating it falsely by an oflicer
charged with that duty, and they substitute for it and instead
of it the eensus age which they say was taken at a certain time
in that locality. :

Mr. LANGLEY. T agree with the gentleman, Mr, Speaker, in
his statement that the department is too rigid in construing
the pension laws sometimes, and the case the gentleman gives
is one illustration of it, and its construction of the Ashbrook
Act is another. I thought the gentleman from Ohio had con-
sulted the bureau, and had so framed the bill that there could
be no question about the retroactive effect of the bill, so as to
zive a pension to all remarried widows, regardless of the
number of remarriages, as we really intended by the act of
1916, and date the pension back so as to put them all on the same
footing, and if there is any doubt about that as the bill is now
phrased, I think the amendment suggested by the gentleman
from New York ought to be adopted.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield half a minute to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. AsHBROOK].

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I just wish to make this
statement to the House. After farther reading and considering
this bill, T am of the opinion that the pension will begin from
the date of the filing of the application under this amended
law, because, if you read lines 15 and 17, the language states:

Such pension to commence from the date of filing her application in
the Bureau of Pensions after the passage of this act.

Mr. LANGLEY. That was not the intention of the author of
the bill

Mr. ASHBROOK. That was not the intention, and I think
it should be amended so that the pension will begin from the
filing of the application under the old law,

AMr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. ASHBROOK. BMr. Speaker, I ask for a vote.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill

The guestion was taken ; and two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed.

ADJOURNMENT.

Ay, HICKS. Mr, Speaker, T make the poin{ that there is no
quorum present.

Mr, MADDEN. Ar. Speaker, I make the point of no gquorum,

Ay, NEELY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn.

Mr. KITCHIN. My, Speaker, 1 move that the House do now
adjourn. - :

The motion was agreed to; nceordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30
minutes p. m.) the House adjourncd until to-morrow, Tuesday,
May 7, 1018, at 12 o'cleck noon, : - ‘

EXECUTIVE COMAMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation required by the
Public Health Service in the treatment of patients for the
fiseal year 1918 (H. Doc. No. 1078) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting copy of a communication from the Seeretary of State
submitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation required by
the Department of State for printing and binding for the Pan
American Union, fiscal year 1918 (H. Doe. 1079) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
miiting copy of a communication from the Secretary of State
submitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation required by
the Department of State for contingent expense, foreign mis-
sions, fiscal year 1918 (I Doc. No. 1080) ; to the Commiitee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of
Labor submitting a proposed paragraph of legislation extending
for the fiscal year 1919 the appropriation mage in the act of
March 28, 1918, for advancing transportation to wage earners
(H. Doe. No. 1081) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

5. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting copy of communication from the Secretary of War sub-
mitting a proposed clause of legislation anthorizing the account-
ing officers of the Treasury Department to allow and credit in
the accounts of Capt. (now Lieut. Col., National Army) Arthur
P. Watts, United States Army the sum of $66.11, disallowed
against him on the books of the Treasury (H. Doec. No. 1082) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of War
submitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation required by
the Engineer Department of the Army for the protection of the
reservation at Sandy Hook, N. J., fiseal year 1918 (H. Doc.
No. 1083) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered fo
be printed,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS. .

Under clapse 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were Sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars tlierein named, as follows:

Mr. RAKER, from the Committee on Woman Suffrage, to
which was referred the bill (S. 2380) granting to the Legisla-
ture of the Territory of Hawaii additional powers relative to
elections and qualifications of electors, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 536), which sald
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. MONTAGUR, from the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 11552)
granting the-consent of Congress to Marion and Horry Countles
to construct a bridge across Little Peedee River, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 538),
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

REPORTS OF' COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTIT,

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Commiitee on Military
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 4818) requiring
the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Ben-
jamin R. Buffington, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 537), which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows: i

° By Mr, CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. .11945] to

enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry out, during the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, the purposes of the act entitled
“An get to provide further for the national security amd defense
by stimulating agriculture and facilltating the distribution of
agricultural products”; to ihe Commitiee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union,
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Dy Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H, R. 1194G) to limit milenge to
actual expenses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R, 11847) requiring all pensioners to reside
within the territorinl limits of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Dy Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana: A Dill - (H. R. 11048) grant-
ing the consent of Congress to the Great Southern Luuber Co,,
a corporation of the State of Pennsylvania, doing business in
the State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across I’earl River,
at or near the north line of section 22, township 8 nprth, range
21 west, west of the basis meridian, in the land district east
of Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R, 11949) granting the consent of Congress
to the county of Pearl River, Mississippi, and the fourth ward
of the parish of Washington, La., to construct & bridge across
Penrl River, between Pearl River County, Miss, and Washing-
ton Parish, La.; to the Committec on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

DBy Mr, SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 11950) to rhange
the names of certain municipalities, eounties, townships, streets,
and highways, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Dy Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. It. 11951) to add eertain lands
to the national forests in the State of Colorado; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

Dy Mr. McFADDEN : A bill (H. R. 11952) to grant free trans-
portation to enlisted men in the military or naval service;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 11853) granting n
pension to widows of soldiers, sailors, or marines who served in
the War with Mexico; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TREADWAY : Resolution (H. Res. 338) authorizing
the Committee on Accounts to expend a sum sufficient to procure
n flag designed in accordance with the act of April 4, 1818; to
the Committee on Accounts.

DBy Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (II J. Res.
200) extending the provigions of act approved December 20.
1917, entitled “An act to anthorize absence by homestead settlers
and entrymen, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on the
Public Lands, \

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

DBy Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H, R, 11954) granting an in-
crease of pension to William A. Pullen; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11955) granting a penxlon to Margaret J.
Miller ; to the Committee.on Invalid Pens

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. IR, 11958) mntlng a pension to
John M. Hedrick ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 11957) for the relief of Dorothea
V. Stillman; to the Committee on the Public Lands,

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 11958) granting a pension to
John G. Williams; to the Committee on Penslons.

Also, a bill {(H. R. 11859) granting a pension fo James T.
Direen ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. KRAUS: A bill (H. R. 11860) granfing a pension to
Gertrude Ballou ; to the Committee on Pensions.

DBy Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. IR&. 11961) granting a pen-
sion to Mary A. MeBride; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 11962) granting a pension
to Mary Jane Chamberiain; to the Committee on Invalid I’en-
slons.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 11963) granting a pen-
sion to Hugh MecGuekian; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 11964) for the relief of the P. J.
Carlin Censtruction Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. . 11865) graniing
an increase of pension to Charles N. Bacon; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions

Dy Mr. STRONG: A bill (. R. 11966) granting an increase
of pension to Robert W. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BWIFT: A]llll (H. . 11967) granting a pension to
Fanny Weill ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BWITZER: A bill (H. R. 11968) for thie relief of
James Cahoon ; to the Committee on War Claims,

. By Mr. TINKHAM : A bill {H. It. 11909) for the relief of the
nwner of the steamship Matoa; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lald
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. CARY : Resolutions of the Milwaukee Clearing House
Association, protesting against the passage of Senate bhill 4420
to require Government gunaranty of bank deposits; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Cuorrency. 7

Also, petition of the warden, Michigan State prison, protest-
ing against the passage of House bill 9883, relating to the use
of prison labor; to the Committee on Labor.

Mr, DALE of Vermont: Petition of Maple Valley Council,
No. 4, Sons and Daughters of Liberty, of Glover, Vt., favoring
the passage of House bill 10846, fixing a one-third fare rate to
enlisted men on furlough ; to the Committee on Military AfTairs.

Also, petition of State Mountain Grange, No. 207, Patrons of
Husbandry, Bellows Falls, Vt., for the repeal of the postal zone
law relating to second-class mail matter; to the Committee on
the Post Office nnd Post Roads. :

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Resolutions of the 26 clubs
of the Berrien County (Mich.) Federation, protesting against
the grazing of sheep in the national parks; to the Committee on
the Public Lands,

By Mr. HAWLEY : Pefition of citizens of the first congres-
sional district of Oregon in connection with House bill 8025;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. OSBORNE : Memorial of the City Council, Los Angeles,
Cal., adopted at its meeting April 29, 1918, in favor of legislation
which will make impossible separate organizations of citizens of
Germany and Austria in the United States during the period
of the war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RAKER: Pledge cards of the Food Administration
signed by three women of Red Dluff, Cal.; to the Committee on
Agriculture,

Also, resolution adopted by the California State Conference of
Soclal Agencies urging prohibition as a war measure; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

SENATE.
Turspax, May 7, 1918.

Rev. J. L. Kibler, of the city of Washington, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, we desire to npproach
Thee in deep humility of soul. Thou art the great God wha
inhabiteth eternity. Thou art the creator of all worlds, the
preserver of all things, and the judge of all men. Thou hast a
right, therefore, to demand our service. May we render unto
Thee the glory which is due unto Thy name. Day by day may
we walk under the shadow of the Almighty.

Bless Thy servants as they enter upon the task of this day.
Give them wisdom and grace to meet the great responsibilities
under which they rest. In this awful time, when the eye of the
world is upon our Congress, help Thy servants to act well their
part; and may the glad day be near when the angels shall sing
ngain their triumphant song, Glory to God in the highest, and
on earth pence, good will toward men; and Thy name shall be
praised, through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

SENATOR FROM MISSOURI.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, T have the honor to present the
eredentials of Hon. XeNorHoN P, WILFLEY, recently appointed a
Senator from the State of Missouri to suceeed the late Senator
Wirrrax J. Stoxg. I send the credentials to the desk and ask

that they be read.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read.

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed, as follows:
To the PEESIDENT OF THR BENATE OF THE UNITED STATES :

This 1s to certify that, gt:stumt to the power vested in me by the
Constitutinn of the United tos and the laws of the State of Missourl,

erleck D. Gardoer, governor of s=ald State, do hereby appoint
ﬁn\ot'uow P. WILFLEY a Senato:r of the United States until the vamncy
therein, cansed by the death of WiLLiax Joen Sroxg, is fllled by clection
as provided by law.

In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and cause to be affixed
ithe great seal of the State of Missouri, Done at the city of Jefferson,
this 30th day of Aprll . D, 1018,

By the governor:

Fuepenick D. GARDNER.
Jonx L. SULLivAax,
Becretary of Stafe.

If there be no objection the nowly

[SEAL]

The VICE PRESIDENT.

appointed Senator will present himself at the desk and take the

oath of office.
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